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They had been told yesterday that there was a war 
spirit in the country; but the spirit he thought most 
dangerous was the inclination that he had witnessed 
to violate the most solemn treaties. There was a 
tendency in the public mind to acquire foreign ter- 
ritory, Without stopping to ask whether we are do- 
ing it consistently with the rights of other nations. 

Within a short period this House had adopted 
a proposition, asserting its jurisdiction over a large 
territory, [Texas,] over which we haye no claim or 
title, violating our treaties with Mexico, which have 
been in force for years. Mr. H. then spoke in 
terms of severe sensure of the course which had 
for years been pursued by our government towards 
Mexico, and which had placed us in a most con- 
temptible attitude in the eyes of the civilized world. 
It only remained to pass this bill to complete the 
disgrace of the country. If they proceeded to pass 
this bill in disregard of our most solemn treaty stip- 
ulations, we should be so degraded in the eyes of 
every foreign power that it would be considered an 
idle formality to enter into negotiations with us, 
when we have so little regard for our treaty obliga- 
tions. Mr. H. then deprecated the spirit of bound- 
less acquisition, which was rising in the country, 
and expressed the opinion that we had as much 
territory as we could well manage. Instead of 
adding more territory, he would greatly prefer that 
we should legislate for the improvement of the 
country, and for the advancement of the happiness 
and prosperity of the people. If the spirit of ac- 
quisition was not checked, he did not know what it 
would lead to. Many of the people in his section 
of the country had taken up the idea of annexing 
Canada to the United States, and he had a letter 
now urging that measure. 

Mr. TIBBATTS and _ several others. 
letter. 

Mr. THOMPSON desired to know if the peo- 
ple of Canada wished to be annexed to the United 
States. 

Mr. HUNT said that we have as much evidence 
that Canada desire to be annexed to us, as we have 
that Texas desires it. [Laughter.] Only pass a bill 
to annex Canada, and there will be as much evidence 
of their desire to be annexed to the United States as 
there is of that desire on the part of Texas. 
He, however, knew there was a conservative spirit 
among our people, which, he trusted, would coun- 
teract the spirit of aggrandizement which was ex- 
hibiting itself; and he relied, also, on the co-ordinate 
branch of this government to check that spirit, and 
to defeat another measure which had recently passed 
this body. 

Mr. E. J. MORRIS thought this question should 
be so settled at this Congress as to produce a final 
result of all questions in relation to this subject be- 
tween this government and Great Britain; but yet 
he felt that he could not vote for this bill, unless it 
was materially modified. He had no doubt of our 
title to the 49th degree of north latitude, and be- 
yond that he had no doubt our title could be made 
clear in a court of justice. Our title rests on the va- 
lidity of the Spanish government—which he exam- 
ined at some length, as also the discoveries of our 
own navigators. The settlements, too, as elements 
of title, were in our favor—the first being made by 
a Spaniard, and the second by John Jacob Astor, 
who held possession until he was dispossessed by 
the British government, during the war. As an ar- 
gument in favor of prompt action on this subject, he 
spoke of the grasping ambition of England, and the 
possessions which she holds in every quarter of the 
globe. He said there was an embryo East In- 
dia Company in the Oregon—the Hudson’s Bay 
Company, whose pretence was trade, hunting, and 
trapping, but whose agents prevented our citizens 
from enjoying the equai advantages which joint oc- 
cupancy would seem to secure, and gave British 
subjects the exclusive possession of that territory. 
He protested, in the name of the American people, 
against the monopoly of that country by Great 
Britain. She had enough in this world, and 
yet her progress was onward, aiming at 
universal domination; and she should be taught 
that Americans would not acknowledge or submit 
to her guardianship of their interests and their pos- 
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sessions. He doubted, however, if any settlement 
could be effected by negotiation. We had long ne- 
gotiated, and we were as far from a settlement as 
ever; and until the title and boundary were settled, 
he saw no good that was to be done by the passage 
of this bill. It was here proposed to establish a ter- 
ritorial government; but over whom? What was the 
population of Oregon? Some two thousand or three 
thousand American citizens, wandering and unset- 
tled, who might not have made up their minds to stay 
there; and yet it was desired to give them a govern- 
ment of a settled people. Let the people of Oregon 
take care of themselves, and try the effect of a pure 
democracy, to which we were verging with fearful 
rapidity. Why should we trouble ourselves with 
the expense of such a government, which would in- 
volve an increase of our navy and army? He be- 
lieved, with the gentleman from New York, {Mr. 
Howr,] that the passage of this bill might lead to 
hostilities with Great Britain. 

He was afraid, if war should ensue upon the pas- 
sage of this bill, not only that the Seanad attempt 
to defend this long line of frontier, and this vast ex- 
tent of territory, would be commensurate m the ex- 
pense arising out of it with the resources of the gov- 
ernment; but that if war should come suddenly 
after the passage of an act like this, we should 
have no chance of so enlarging our army and nav 
as to secure that country and successfully defend it. 
If, then, there be good ground of apprehending war 
onthe passage of this bill, why would gentlemen 
peril the maintenance of Oregon? Why rerder it 
more hazardous even than past negotiations had 
rendered it? He spoke of the vast importance of 
Oregon, considering both its location on the map of 
the world, its natural resources, and means of com- 
munication, and said it was our duty to procure that 
American country either fora senile of the Ameri- 
can race, or of similar spirit and enterprise. There 
was no reason why it should become an appanage 
of the British government. 


He was sincerely in favor of establishing our 
right and title to Oregon, which he believed clear, 
valid, and beyond dispute, if the evidences of that 
title were to be believed. While thus a friend of 
Oregon—while he desired to see it populated by em- 
igrants from this country, while he desired to see 
emigration encouraged thither, and to see a republic 
like our own growing up there, (for he did not en- 
tertain the selfish idea that it would ever become a 
of the American confederacy,) he believed it to 

e our duty to raise up and protect that country if 
its people were not able to defend themselves; and 
when they had passed the period of infancy, leave 
them to go on an independent and friendly govern- 
ment. He did not believe it one of the characteris- 
tics of republican governments to seek to extend 
themselves over a wide extent of territory. He did 
not wish to peril the preservation of our Union by 
crossing the barriers which nature had erected be- 
tween us and this country. We knew very well 
that one of the causes, and an important cause, of 
the destruction of the Greek republics, lay in the 
character of the country—its labsbinente being di- 
vided by insurmountable mountain barriers, on the 
different sides of which resided people of different 
tastes, feelings, and habits. Nature had planted a 
barrier beyond which we could not march—the 
Rocky mountains, with their height of 20,000 feet, 
a bold range running from the remote north, and 
prolonging themselves to the end of the continent. 
Still he protested against any neglect on the part of 
this country which should suffer that country to fall 
into the hands of European governments. He en- 
tertained an ardent desire for some proposition 
which might provoke a final settlement of this 
great question. He regarded the bill before us as a 
bill merely of executive patronage—as a bill of un- 
necessary expense, when the people of that Territo- 
ry did not need it. The population of this Territo- 
ry having swollen to such a nwaber as to need 
some such form of government, he would go for ex- 
tending it to them, but not tll then. 

Mr. DOUGLASS obtained the floor, and yielded 
to 

Mr. A. V. BROWN, who gave notice of a fur- 
ther amendment as a proviso to the third section, 
which was read by the clerk. 








—— 
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Mr. DOUGLASS referred to the vast importance 
of the question before them, and of the Oregon Ter- 
ritory, which, together with the question of Texas, 
had a deeper hold on the affections and feelings of 
the people than any other question that had been 
before the country for years. After the passage by 
so decided a majority of the Texas bill, he had sup- 
posed that this bill for the extension of our govern- 
ment over Oregon, and for the protection of our 
people there, would have received the unanimous 
sanction of this House. It was true that no gentle- 
man had intimated a doubt as to our title to Ore- 
gon; yet they were opposed to action, to carrying 
our laws and our institutions to our people there; 
and he asked what was the use of cdeunaladatah 
our rights, unless we were prepared to use the 
means necessary to assert them successfully. 

Mr. D. referred to the positions taken by Mr 
Morris. If the gentleman was right, as he said 
he was, in saying that our title tothe whole country 
was indubitable, that it was a part of the American 
Union, it was not to be surrendered; and there being 
people enough there to forma government, what 
was the reason that this government could not be 
formed for the protection of those people who were 
a partof the government? He scouted the idea that 
a bill of this kind was a mere bill for the purpose of 
creating executive offices, and for providing for pres- 
idential favorites. 


ee 


But while the gentleman said this territory was 
ours by indisputable tite, which he would never re- 
linquish, still he entertained no hope that that coun- 
try was ever to form a part of the American con- 
federacy. Was that gentleman here proclaiming to 
the House and to the world his willingness and de- 
sire to dissolve and rend asunder the American 
Union? Yes, that gentleman had gone into an argu- 
ment by reference to the resources of this country, 
its advantages of location, &c. to show that it would 
make a republic itself, separate and distinct from the 
United States. Take that argument, and they got 
the clue to the whole design the gentleman had in 
passing this bill. The gentleman had avowed to 
the House that his design was to keep it a separate 
republic, on the pretext that there was a natural 
boundary between the Oregon Territory and this re- 
public; and then he had gone into a display of his 
homie upon ancient Greece, and had maintained 
that what in the western country would hardly 
amount to a mound, was sufficient to separate the 
people on one side from those on the ather. The 
same principle (Mr. D. contended) would oblige the 
gentleman to take the ground that our Union must be 
dissolved and divided into various separate repub- 
lics, by the Alleghanies, (which he said were much 
more difficult of passage than the Rocky mountains, ) 
the Green, the White mountains, &c. The great se- 
cret of our success—the great advantage of our sys- 
tem of government—was that it provided that dif- 
ferent confederacies might be organized into the 
same republic, divided into States with sovereign 
powers for local and domestic purposes, but united 
together for general power and common defence. 
And thereby we boast of a union preserving peace 
and harmony among all the members of the confed- 
eracy, thus avoid.ng those dissensions which have 
proved the destruction of former republics. Our 
system of government was as well adapted to the 
whole American continent as it was to the thirteen 
original States of the Union. At the formation of 
our government, the objection was made that 
our territory was too large, and the reply was 
made by the father of the constitution, that that 
territory was not too large for a republican 
government, which admitted of bringing repre- 
sentatives together from the exterior of that coun- 
try at the seat of government, often enough to 
attend the regular meetings of the national legisla- 


.ture. Apply that principle of Mr. Madison to the 


present confederacy—including Oregon and every 
other part of the country—and the improvements 
that had been made, and which would be made in 
the means of communication, by steam and other- 
wise, brought the extreme parts of this continent 
nearer together, in time at least, than the original 
States were when this republic was formed. Yes; 
the improvement to which he had alluded had 
shown that we might extend our republic safely tg 
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the extreme parts of the continent, and even further 


if necessary. 

The gentleman’s argument showed that it was his 
settled design and policy that Oregon never shall be 
a part of this confederacy. The gentleman said 
that our title to the country was perfect—then that 
there were people enough there to form a govern- 
ment, and further that he would leave to themselves 


to set up a government of ourown. The gentle- 
man’s design was to do everything to prevent put- 


ting an end to the joint occupancy of the territory; 
he would prevent the extending of our laws and 
our protection over it, and by this means compel the 
people to establish a government of their own, and 
leave them,to their fate. And what kind of condition 
would this small number of people be placed in, if 
this left to themselves? Why, they would be liable 
to be subdued by the British forces in the twenty- 
three military posts in that territory, aided by the 
Indians they have ueder their control. Harassed 
by the Hudson’s Bay Company, and the Indians in 
their pay, they will have to place themselves 
under British protection to save themselves from 
destruction. he settled design, as avowed by 
the gentleman, Was to prevent the United States 
from ever taking possession of this country; 
and it was for the cae to determine wheth- 
ef this Union should be confined to its present lim- 
ite; and whether we shall preserve the territory that 
justly belongs to us, by taking possession of it at 
once. Gentlemen would not have the boldness to 
eny that they will give = this territory to Great 
Britain; but they do have the boldness to show their 
wish that she shall have it, by opposing our taking 
possession of it, and our protecting our citizens 
there from the aggressions of the Hudson's Bay 
Company and the Indians. What was the 
argument against our taking possession of this 
territory now? Why, it was the old stereo- 
ty argument that we should be in- 
volved in war by doing so. Why, when it was 
propesed to annex Texas to the Union, the cry was 
war; and now that it was proposed to establish a ter- 
ritorial government in Oregon, the cry of war was 
again raised. War with Great Britain was the ar- 
gument used against the measure. Why should it 
produce war? as it notour own country, and 
was not our title to it beyond dispute? Oh, yes, 
gentlemen say, the country is ours, but Great Brit- 
ain has a claim on it, and the negotiation has not 

et terminated. Has not Great Britain extended 

er laws over it, and why should we not extend 
ours’ Why should our taking possession of our 
own, and doing what she has done, produce war? 
But gentlemen say that it will be a violation of the 
treaty of 1818 to pass this bill. Why, Great Brit- 
ain has extended her laws over the country, and has 
executed them; and since the execution of the treaty 
of 1818, the British Parliament has passed laws ex- 
tending their jurisdiction over the whole country. 
Now, if Great Britain had aright to extend her 
laws over the country, had we not the right to do the 
same thing? 

Mr. HUNT here made an explanation, which the 
reporter could not hear. 

Mr. DOUGLASS was glad to hear the explana- 
tion of the gentleman. It wastrue that the act of 
the British Parliament only applied to British sub- 
jects, but the execution of it was highly detrimental 
to our rights, and oppressive to our citizens. By 
their Hudson’s Ba Scamaee they have taken pos- 
seasion of the whole country; established trading 
houses, which were in fact military posts; planted 
their colonies, by which they commanded the mouth 
of the Columbia river, thus securing the monopoly of 
the commerce of that region. There was no neces- 
sity for making their laws applicable to any other 
than their own citizens. But the question was, had 
they a right to extend their laws there at all? The 
gentleman also objected to our establishing militar 
posts. Had not the British established their mill- 
tary posts there? Was not one of these posts almost 
up to the South Pass through the Rocky mountains, 
so as to control the American citizens who go 
through that pasa on their way to Oregon? Have 
we not the same right to establish military posts 
that England has? Give us military posts, garrison 
them with American officers and soldiers, and he, 
for one, would not care much about laws, It was 
not laws, nor the civil authority, by which posses- 
gion of the country could be maintained, but it was 
by military force that we must take possession of 
it as well as keep it. But the gentleman says we must 
norestablish military posts there, because it will lead 
go was. Well, suppose we do not establish them: 
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can we take possession of the country and keep it? If 
we should take possession of it without having a 
sufficient military force to defend it, the government 
will be accused of folly and imbecility for doing an 
act calculated to bring on a war without being pre- 
pared to bring it to a successful termination. He 
was for preparing for war in time of peace, so as to 
meet the crisis when it comes. But if this question 
should bring us to war, much as he deprecated it, 
much as he loved peace, he would be ready to meet 
it. Letus establish our military posts, have our 
naval forces on the coast, and be in a condition to 
repel any aggression on the part of Great Britain, 
and punish any invasion of our rights; and then, as- 
serting our rights and nothing but our rights, if war 
should come we shall be ready to meet it. And 
then would those great friends of peace, who stickle 
so much for preserving treaties—would they vote for 
getting rid of the difficulty by putting an end to the 
joint occupancy? Oh, yes, gentlemen would do it, 
but for one consideration; and that is, negotiations 
are now pending. Well, when have they not been 
vending? Why,we have been negotiating for the 
fast half a century; and if we refuse to act on this 
bill now, the British cabinet will keep these negotia- 
tions pending here till doomsday, in order to give 
their friends on this floor an excuse for defending 
them. Was there an intelligent man in that hall 
who did not know that the idea of establishing a 
boundary between us and Great Britain in Oregon 
was hopeless? And why? Because this govern- 
ment twice offered to that of Great Britain to make 
the boundary at the 49th degree, and they twice re- 
fused it. 

Since these two offers and two refusals, a British 
minister dares not take less than the 49th degree; 
and since the new lights that have been thrown on 
the subject, an American minister does not take that. 
The consequence was, that every man in his senses 
knows that there isno hope of our getting posses- 
sion of this country by negotiation. We must get 
it by other means—means that shall be frank, open, 
manly, and honest, such as will command for us the 
respect of the whole world. Whatare they? Why, 
first, to erect a government up to the Rocky moun- 
tains, and establish military posts in it, so as to ex- 
tend our settlements up to the Rocky mountains; 
then establish the territorial government of Oregon, 

rotected by a sufficient military force, and by 
1aving the means of transmitting intelligence across 
the mountains, make the people there know and 
feel that they are a part of this government, and that 
its protection is extended over them. Then the whole 
question would be settled. Emigration would in- 
crease, and the settlements would prosper and gain 
additional strength. But emigration would not 
keep up if some measnre like the bill under consid- 
eration was not adopted. If the doctrine of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania was to prevail, and 
the settlements were to be left to themselves, it 
would not be long before the whole country would 
be abandoned to the British. 

Mr. E. J. MORRIS said that the gentleman had 
mistaken him. He said that he would protect the 
settlers in Oregon till they were able to take care 
of themselves, and then he would make thema 
presentof the country, and let them setup a sepa- 
rate government for themselves, 

Mr. DOUGLASS said he would take the gen- 
tleman’s meaning as he explained it. Bat how 
was he to protect the people of Oregon? The gen- 
tleman was unwilling to establish military posts 
thereto protect the people, because it would be the 
cause of war. He was unwilling to protect them 
by extending our lawsover them, because he said 
it would be a violation of the treaty. How then 
would he protect them? Why, ashe said, by leav- 
ing them to take care of themselves—to driven 
out by the Hudson’s Bay Company, to be mur- 
dered by the Indians, and to he dragged to 
Canada, to be tried by British courts, and in- 
carcerated in British dungeons. 

He, for one, protested against such a doctrine. He 
never would, now or hereafter, yield up one inch of 
Oregon, either to Great Britain or any other gov- 
ernment. He contemplated this country becoming 
a considerable member of the great American fami- 
ly. He believed that this Union ought to be held 
sacred, and that every inch of its territory ought to 
be maintained at all hazards. A gentleman behind 
him wished to know if it was more im»ortant than 
Texas. He would answer, no. [It was not more 
important than ‘Texas, and just as important. 
gon and Texas were like man and wife: when sepa- 
rated, the welfare and happiness of both were seri- 
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ously injured; but when once united, they must be 
kept together forever. We want Texas to protec; 
our commerce in the Gulf, and we want Oregon to 
protect our fisheries and our trade with China, and 
to put astop to the unscrupulous aims of Great 
Bnitain at universal dominion. Mr. D. then spoke 
of the means by which Great Britain was attempt- 
ing to control the whole trade of China, and shoy eq 
the means by which we could counteract their 
movements, and secure the best part of that trade 
to ourselves. 

The gentleman asked him if he would vote for 
an appropriation of money for the railway, to 
which he replied that he would with great pleasure; 
and, in order to test that gentleman, if no other 
member did it, (and he understood there were some 
that were ready to do it,) he would bring in a meas- 
ure to authorize a survey of that country fora rail- 
road, at this very session. Do that, make the terri- 
torial governments in Nebraska and Oregon, and we 
could drive Great Britain and her ships and com- 
merce from China. If China could not suppress 
the smuggling of opium, we could; and if the na- 
tives of the East Indies could not carry bn their 
own trade, we could do it for them; or, at least, we 
could check the violation of the laws of nations by 
Great Britain. He expressed his surprise at the 
ere of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, { Mr. 

. J. Morris.] Cede that territory to its inhabuit- 
ants? If Oregon was to be ceded at all, it would he 
to Great Britain; and she had power enough on this 
continent. She had already run her network of 
possessions and fortifications around the United 
States. On the North she had the Canadas, Nova 
Scotia, and New Brunswick; and her possession 
studded the Atlantic round Cape Horn to the Ore- 
gon. She was intriguing for California, and for 
Texas, and she had her eye on Cuba. By her nv- 
merous possessions, she was enabled almost to con- 
trol the commerce of the world; and if she got 
Cuba, her power would be enlarged, and she would 
be better able to control our commerce, curtail our 
power, and restrain our growth. Beyond all this, 
she instigated a servile war amongst us. Such was 
her policy; and, in view of all these things, he again 
repeated that it was our duty ‘“‘in peace to prepare 
for war.” 

He had discussed this subject before the people 
of his district in the last canvass; and he there 
pledged himself, that the very moment Great Bri- 
tain attempted to take possession, by force,of Oregon, 
Texas, or Cuba, he: would move a declaration of 
war in this House, and treat such an attempt as an 
act of war. For himself, he was prepared for any 
actto defend ourselves against the aggressions of 
that power. Even a blind man could see the object 
of the policy of Great Britain. It was to check the 
growth ofrepublican institutions on this continent, 
and the rapidity with which we have progressed, not 
— in political power, but in trade and commerce 
and national glory. Our growth had produced a 
great moral effect in Europe; so great, that now 
crowned heads tottered on their thrones; and they 
found it necessary, in order to preserve themselves, 
to check our onward growth. Look at the works 
ofthe British government on our north. There 
they had constructed acanal by meansof which a 
steamer could pass from London to Chicago in for- 
ty days. She was trying to get ‘Texas and Cuba; 
and it became us to say, Thus far hast thou gone, 
but thou shalt go no farther. She also raised au 
exciting question between the North and the South, 
under the pretext of philanthropy, and thus she got 
the North and the South at war with each other, in 
order that she might thus accomplish that which she 
could not accomplish in any otherway. She had 
hitherto sought to check the progress of this nation 
by a war; but on the field of battle we had taaght 
them ‘a lesson which was as astonishing to them 
and to Europe as was that which our forefathers 
taught them, when they proclaimed to the world 
the glorious principles of our independence, and es- 
tablished our present system of liberty, which had 
been the means of astonishment, and had elicit- 
ed the admiration of the world. It therefore 
became them to put this nation in a state of 
defence; and when they were told that this 
would Jead to war, all he had got to say was this: 
violate no treaty stipulations, nor any principle of 
the law of nations; preserve the honor and integrity 
of this country; but at the same time assert our 
right to the last inch; and then if war comes, let 1t 
come. They might regret the necessity which pro- 
duced it; but when it did come, he would adminis- 
ter to our citizens Hannibal's oath of eternal enmity, 
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and not terminate it until the question was all settled 
forever. He would blot out the lines on the map 
which now marked our national boundaries on this 
continent, and make the area of liberty as broad as 
the continent itself. He would not suffer rival petty 
republics to grow up here, engendering jealousy at 
each other, and interfering with each other’s domes- 
tic affairs, and continually endangering their peace. 
He did not Wish to go beyond the great ocean—be- 
yond those boundaries which the God of nature had 
marked out; and he should limit himself to that nat- 
ural boundary which was so clearly marked out. 
He had expressed these views, for which no one was 
answerable but himself; and if he lived to old age, 
theexpression of these sentiments would be the last 
of which he should repent. It was time now that 
some one should speak out, and he hoped we should 
hear no more of disunion, much less from any gen- 
tleman from Peansylvania. After a few other ob- 
servations he resumed his seat. 

Mr. SEVERANCE did not believe that at all 
times the best way to preserve peace was to pre- 
pare for wat, though that might sometimes be the 
case. What was the direct question before them? 
It was proposed that they should extend the au- 
thority of the federal government over the Oregon, 
mark out its bounds, and extend their jurisdiction, 
and appoint a governor, judges, and. other officers, 
though he did not see any provision made for the 
establishment of custom-houses at the mouth of the 
Columbia river, for the collection of revenue by a 
tariff, or any other means to attain the same end 
by the sale of lands. If they should go on in the 
way proposed, custom-houses would be necessary, 
and the next thing would be that they must protect 
those custom-houses; and when the British govern- 
ment brought supplies for the Hudson’s Bay Com- 
pany, they must have a tariff; and would the House 
be prepared for that? In relation to the British mili- 
tary posts, of which some gentiemen had spoken, 


ling ‘between the Hudson’s Bay Company and the 
Northwestern Fur Company, both British com- 
panies. ‘Phat was all the legislation they had done 
towards extending their jurisdiction over that terri- 
tory. They had in fact not.extended their. jurisdic- 
tion there; they bad only provided for the trial of 
their own criminals, wherever they may be, and 
nothing more; and he (Mr. 8.) was willing that 
we should go as. far as the British government had 
gone, when it should become necessary to do so; 
but that necessity did not now exist. The settlers 
were going on organizing their own government. 
Why not, then, let them alone? He believed they 
were competent to do it without our assistance, as 
well as with it, though, to be sure, they would not 
appoint a governor with a salary of $3,000 a year, 
and judges with equal amounts, nor would they ex- 
tend our custom-houses and lawsthere.. Let them, 
then, try the experiment of free-trade in the Oregon, 
and let them ales try the experiment of a govern- 
ment with civil officers only, and without a standing 
army, and arsenals; for if they had these things they 
would want arevenue. With such a government 
as he had suggested, they might save nine-tenths of 
the expense usually dependent on the carrying on of 
agovernment, and he should like to see if they could 


not do it. He next spoke of the character of the 
emigration of that country. It was our own 
people that went there; and he desired that 


the government should Jet that emigration alone; 
and af they should ferm an independent gov- 
ernment for themselves, he knew not that. it 
would diminish their convenience or happi- 
ness. He did not conceive it to be either conveni- 
ent or practicable for this continent to be made one 
government, any more than Europe or Asia. He 
did not believe in the assertion that, as the earth can- 
not have two suns, Asia cannot have two kings. 
Suppose this eontinent were made one government: 
what would the effect be? .Why, here we might 
have five hundred millions of inhabitants; and how 


were they going to bring, so large a population into | 


one republican government and their representatives 
into this hall? Why, each representative would rep- 
resent several millions of people; and was that 
practicuble?: He believed the western part of this 
continent was#o situated that it- must be governed 
by the people who inhabit it, if their own comfort, 
well-being, and. convenience were consulted.. He 
believed the best policy was to Jet things alone; let 
them remain as they are until some necessity should | 
arise to change-thée aspect of the state of things. | 





he said they were. but block-houses put up as a de- 
fence against the Indians. And the British legisla- 
tion for that territory was made to prevert quarrel- 






He hoped no bill would pass to extend our laws over 
that territory or to grant sections of lands there. 
If any laws were to be extended there it would be 
better to extend the laws of Iowa as faras was ne- 
wr and if it were not necessary, why do it at 
all? 

Mr. GARETT DAVIS though this question had 
been pending long enough; and that it was time that 
it should be decided. He should be willing to give 
Great Britain notice of our intention to terminate 
the joint occupancy in the way provided by the 
treaty; but he was not willing to vote for this bill, 
because he deemed it to be in direct conflict with the 
3d section of the articles of the convention of 1818. 
What was the proposition before the committee? 
To extend our jurisdiction and laws over the ter- 


ritory. of the Oregon to latitude 54 degrees 
personal but territorial 


40 minutes—not on! 
jurisdiction. He Se eee the suggestion which 
had been made to extend the laws of Lowa over the 
Oregon, and apply them to the persons of American 
citizens; but he did not approve of the territorial 
character which was proposed to be given to them, 
because that would be in conflict with the third arti- 
cle of the convention of 1818. The extensionof 
British laws was not, as some supposed, of a terri- 
torial character. It was personal only, and excepted 
and exempted the citizens of the United States frona 
their operation; and he should be willing that we 
should actin precisely a similar manner. 

What would be the effect of the passage of this 
law? They had heard war dared and braved with 
a puerility on this floor, by men who were charged 
with the concerns of a great country, and who, by 
the declarations they had made, in his judgment, had 
shown themselves totally incompetent ‘o have the 
charge thus committed to them by the people. For 
himself, personally, war had perhaps as little tergors 
as for any man in the House; but war was a eat 
matter—war with Great Britain wasa serious mat- 
ter. If this measure passed it was war, although 
nota declaration of war in form. Organize our 


government over Oregon, extend our jurisdiction of | 


the Territory into the British forts, and let the Pres- 
ident of the United States execute this matter, and 
there would be immediate, direct, and fearful col- 
lisions between the two people. Were gentlemen 
prepared for such a measure? 

Mr. D. read from the convention of 1818, and 
argued that this bill would bea violation of its spirit 
not only, but of its letter anda breach of national 
faith. He said (in reply to the contrary decla- 
ration so frequently made) that the British govern- 
ment had not extended its jurisdiction over our citi- 
zens there, but that it had expressly exempted them 
from it. He was for asserting our right to Oregon 
—for asserting it deliberately—and when we had 
agreed onthe wisest and most efficacious mode of 
maintaining that right, he was for supporting that 
measure by all the power in this country. In rela- 
tion to the mode indicated by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Apame,] he thought it would 
probably meet with great unanimity of support in 
this House. Ona matter of this kind, that might 
lead ultimately to a war between the United States and 
Great Britain, we ought to pause and deliberate 
before we took the decisive step. If war was to come 
on an assertion of our rights or on a pointof honor, 
let it come; but let it be avoided as long as it could 
be. Let us place ourselves clearly in the right, not 
merely in the judgment of others, but in our own 
judgment. He trusted that the course of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana ie: Owen] would be taken; 
that this biH would be laid aside, and the resolution 
directing the President to give this notice for the 
termination of the convention be taken up. 

Mr. ADAMS said he confessed he felt great dis- 
couragement from the manner in which this bill 
was being driven through. He had endeavored to 
state a few days since to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, [Mr. A. V. Brown,] that 
there was some inconsistency between the act of 
this House, by which the expenditure of three or 
four thousand dollars was ordered to enlighten all 
the members of this House on the great subject 
after all—on this “indisputable” title. After this— 
after a call on the executive for the present state of 
the negotiation so long continued on this subject— 
that they were to take the question to-morrow, be- 
fore they could, by possibility, procure these books, 
or receive the answer from the President to their 
resolution, discouraged him. He had referred to 
this purchase of books by the House. The chair- 
man of the committee said he did not vote for it. 


This might be a good reason for the gentleman, but - 
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this information had been ordered by ‘an almost 
unanimous vote of this Howse—a vote of 176 to 4; 
and he thought the House would do as well to ad- 
here to their own opinion, expressed by this order; 
and not to pass this bill, as they were called on, in 
something tike a dictatorial manner, by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories, to do. 


It discouraged him; and he must draw the infer- 
ence from it that anything further that he could say 
would be as the idle wind, to which this House would 
pay no sort of attention, The more he reflected on 
this subject, the more he wanted. that information 
which the House had chosen to purchase at the ex- 
pense of the people, and which they had called on 
the executive for. He could not help thinking with 
this state of negotiation with the most powerful na- 
tion on earth, on a subject of as great importance 
as ever had been or ever would be brought be- 
fore this House, that there was something like a 
strange precipitation and rashness in attempting to 
decide this question thus hastily; and the House, if 
they passed this bill, would have pronounced their 
own condemnation by the act which had preceded 
it. It was aseriousthing. The gentleman from ll- 
linois, [Mr. Doverass,] who had recently sat down, 
was extremely belligerent on this subject; he told 
them that they must not only pass this bill, but that 
they must pass other bills. He says that the British 
have got three and twenty military. posts beyond the 
Rocky mountains, at the mouth of the Columbia 
river; and that we must have military posts also. 
This bill provided for the erection of five military 
posts, which were to go only to the Rocky moun- 
tains. If he understood the gentleman right, we 
were to have twenty-three military posts to fight 
John Bull with his military posts, and we must do 
it the moment we take this exclusive possession! 


It was not without much serious deliberation that 
he had come to the determination, before this debate 
commenced, to agree to give notice to the British 
government that this thing must be settled; that we 
could negotiate no longer; that we claimed exclusive 
rght there. We had agree to suspend a final deci- 
sion on this subject by the convention of 1818— 
twenty-seven years ago. Why had we come to that 
conclusion at that time? Because we did think there 
was some substance in the claim of the British gov- 
ernment, and that it was a fair and honorable 
propsition to them to compromise—to give up 
our claim as far as 49 degrees, rather than fight 
for it. What, at that time, was the alternative to 
this mutual suspension of the decision of the claims 
of the two countries? It was instant war. ‘The 
convention was negotiated by one of the ablest ne- 
gotiators ever concerned in the affairs of our country 
—by Albert Gallatin. He had before him the ne- 
gotiation at the time of that conference with the 
British government—the propositions made on both 
sides—the sacrifices actually made on both sides, in 
order to come to an understanding. It was a very 

robable thing that the President of the United 
States, if he answered at all the resolutions of the 
House on this subject, might send these papers to 
this House. He did not know that they were in 
the possession of any member of this House, un- 
less, perhaps, the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. These were papers communicated 
confidentially to the Senate of the United States be- 
fore the ixsue of that negotiation; they were printed 
confidentially by the Senate, and he (Mr. A.) made 
now what little use he should make of them, be- 
cause he considered that that confidence was no 
longer binding, and because they contained a vast 
deal of information which every member of this 
House ought to possess, before deciding upon this 
great and terrible question. This showed the whole 
process of the negotiation between Great Britain 
and our government; it showed the discussion be- 
tween the two governments of almost every ques- 
tion they had now discussed here; upon the ques- 
tion what should be the extent’ of exclusive juris- 
diction; upon the question what was the effect of the 
act of the British Parliament of 182]: it showed the 
reasons why the United States could not pass a sim- 
ilar act on their part; the points on which they ap- 
proached towards agreement; and the further deter- 
mination that they could not agree, and must throw 
over the subject to a future time. This was in 
1818, when we had just come out of a war, which 
made us all think a great deal more of what war 
was, than, judging from the proposed action of this 
House on this bill, we did now. Take his word for 
it, if they did hit upon a war on this subject, there 
would soon be thoysands and millior.s of the peo- 
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ple of this country who would ask of their govern- 
ment why they were at war. 

it was, therefore, with great anxiety of delibera- 
tion that he had come to the conclusion that now 
was the time to say to Great Britain that this nego- 
tion must be closed; that we must have a certainty 
of what territory we possessed on the Pacific ocean, 
not only “indisputable,” but “undisputed.” There- 
fore, he wished to go a little further than the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Owen] 
—that was to say, to pass this bill first, and then 
give notice to the British fovernment. He was 
first for giving the notice to the British government; 
and then for providing that whatever they did now 
should take effect only after the conclusion of the 
term of twelve months for which the notice was to 
he given. If we are to have war (said Mr. A.) } 
wish to put our foot on the foundation of everlasting 
right, and there { always have been and always 
shall be, in the short remnant of my life, ready to go 
for defending our position. The right first; then 
good policy and expediency, But the question had 
become of so much importance now that it was time 
to settle with Great Britain what our territorial pos- 
sessions on the South sea are, and what those of 
Great Britain are. He was ready, therefore, to 
pass by itself a resolution directing that notice to be 
given; he was ready to do it either in the form of a 
joint resolution or in the very fir®t section of this 
bill. 

Ife would give the twelve months’ notice; be- 
cause in that respect hs differed essentially from the 
principle advanced by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, that this House had nothing 
io do with the termination of the joint occupancy. 
On the contrary, he believed that this House had 
everything to do with it, because it was war; and 
the war powcr was expressly given to Congress by 
the constitution. He thought that by giving this 
notice, and postponing all further action on the part 
of the House, it.would be the best way of bringing 
the negotiation to a close; because the British gov- 
ernment would see that the thing must be settled 
within the year; and they would concede a great deal 
for the purpose of avoiding war. In that way we 
should get more than we could get in any other 
way. He believed, teo, that if they went to war in 
the rash way they were going to do, the result 
would be that their antagonist would require greater 
sacrifices of us than they now asked. ‘Then would 
come the time when the people of this country 
would ask why we went to war. Then would 
come the time to make sacrifices for the sake of 
peace; and we would not get the 49th degree. No 
member of this House had dared to tell what the 
British government had to say on this subject; and 
yet they were precipitating their action, without 
knowing the other side of the question. 

Mr. A. then referred to, and made some 
quotations from, the correspondence with the 
Gritish government, which had _ been printed 
by the Senate under the injunction of secrecy, 
and showed from it the arguments offered by them 
against our establishing a territorial governmentover 
the country. He then went on to say that such was 
the increasing population of the West, and the num- 
ber of active, enterprising, and warlike young men 
yearly coming to maturity there, that Oregon, in the 
natural course of events, would be settled by a force 
that would bid defiance to any efforts of the British 
government to prevent them. He also said, that 
while thought it indispensable that the twelve 
months’ notice should be given previous toany other 
proceedings on our part, he was net willing to give 
wp an acre of the territory; and, when the year was 
expired, would be willing to adopt any measures to 
take possession of it, and defend it. He thought 
that the negotiations had been pending long enough, 
and that it was time they should cease. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN supposed it was necessary 
that he should submit some few remarks in reply to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams.] 
The gentleman seemed to think that some days ago 
he treated him some degree of rudeness in declining 
to postpone this bill to a day that he proposed. In 
reply to a suggestion at the time made by the gen- 
tleman, he said that he had no disposition to drive 
this bill through, but that it was subject to the direc- 
tion of the members of the House. who could hasten 
or retard its progress as they pleased. What was 
the reas » the gentleman gave for wishing to postpone 
1? Why, there was a book which very few had 
heard of, that gave so much information on this 
subject that every difficulty would be settled by 
getting it, and he wanted to delay the action of the 


House till that book was procured. Why, this 
hook had been published years ago by order of the 
Senate, and every member of the House could get it 
by application for it. But it was said here was a 
new and enlarged edition of it, which gave new 
lights which were not found in the first edition. But 
who did not know that the reports made to the 
Hlouse by Mr. Pendleton, and by Mr. Cushing, on 
this very subject, contained all the information 
that could be given on it? Indeed, either of 
them was far more valuable than Mr. Greenhow’s 
hook, and could be had by any member that de- 
sired, ata moment’s warning. Again, the gentle- 
man said that he was satisfied that our title to the 
country was indisputable. Why, then, wait for 
any bodwv’s book? The gentleman quoted him as 
saying that he considered it the duty of the execu- 
tive only to give the twelve months’ notice to end 
the joint occupancy, and that this House had 
nothing to do with it. Now, the gentleman did not 
explain his (Mr. B.’s) position correctly. He did say 
that the executive was competent to give the notice, 
without the action of the House, having more infor- 
mation on the subject than they could possibly 
have; but he did not say the House had no right to 
givethe notice. That wasa point which the com- 
mittee did not touch on in their report, and which 
he did not make in his remarks of yesterday. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts had read a 
portion of the correspondence between the two 
countries at a former period, and by examination of 
the report, partof which had been read, it would be 
found thatthe committee had adverted to the same 
correspondence, and incorporated in their report the 
material part of that correspondence,—or such as 
they supposed would have a material influence on 
the question. He wished the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts had read a little further than he did of 
that correspondence. On the 23d page of the re- 
port the committee speak as follows: 

“The injustice done to ,the United States by the double 
use which Great Britain makes of the Hudson’s Ray Com- 
pany, was strongly urged by Mr. Gallatin, in his conferen- 
ces with the Critish ministers on the subject, in 1826 and 
1827. The British ministers were not insensible to the force 
of his objections. And the following passage of Mr. ,Galla- 
tin’s letter of December 20, 1226, is important in its bearing 
upon the question of what legislation Congress may adopt, 
Without infringement of the treaty relations of the two 
powers. 

“<«Vhe establishment of a distinct territorial government 
on the west side of the Stony mountains would also be ob- 
jected to as an attempt to exercise exclusive sovereignty. 
| observed that, although the Northwest eer might, 
from its being incorporated, from the habits of the men they 
employed, and from having a monopoly with respect to 
trade, so far as British subjects were concerned, carry ona 
species of government without the assistance of that of 
Great Britain, it was otherwise with us. Our population 
there would cousist of several independent companies and 
individuals. We had always been im the habit, in our most 
remote settlements, of carrying laws, courts, and justices of 
the peace withus. There was an absolute necessity, on 
our part, to have some species of government. Without it, 
the kind of sovereignty, or rather jurisdiction, which it was 
intended to admit, could not be exercised on our part.’ ” 

Now what follows, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts did not read. 

“It was suggested, and seemed to mechs gem in, that 
the difticulty might be obviated, provided the erection 
of a new territory was not confined exclusively to the ter- 
ritory west of the mountains; that it should be defined as 
embracing all the possessions of the United: States west of 
a line that should be at some distance from, and east of. the 
Stony mountains.” 

After commenting on these extracts, the honor- 
able gentleman proceeded. The bill at the last ses- 
sion was drawn in conformity with these sugges- 
tions, and the jurisdiction of lowa was proposed to 
be extended over the Territory of Oregon; but at 
the present session Iowa was to be admitted into 
the Union, and to take her laws would be inconve- 
nient, if not inconsistent. What, then, was the com- 
mittee to do, with the prospect of lowa coming into 
the Union? Why, they went on to establish a dis- 
tinct ‘Territory, beginning at the summit of the 
Rocky mountains. In this they had — from 
the letter of the admissions made by the British min- 
ister; but had they departed from them in substance? 
What had they done? He put the law of 1803— 
and it was that law which had deceived so many 
gentlemen on this floor—it was in that law that they 
pretended to find an exemption of American citizens 
from the operation of British laws. But in 1803 
they knew that American citizens were not there in 
any considerable numbers; there were Eu- 
ropeans there, and it was in their favor that the 
exemptions were made. But in 1821 our claims 


had ripened up, our citizens had gone there, and it 
became necessary to make a new provision. What, 
then, did the British Parliament do? Extended the 


jurisdiction of the laws in force in Canada to the 
Oregon, appointed justices of the peace, who, being 
sent there, had jurisdiction in certain cases; and 
every man, whether an American citizen or a Brit- 
ish subject, was subject to the laws passed by the 
British Parliament. For the higher offences, the 
party committing them was arrested and taken to 
Canada for trial. He invited the attention of gen. 
tlemen to an examination of the law of 1821, which 
extended the laws of Great Britain over that coup. 
try, to see if they could find one solitary exception 
in favor of American citizens. He hoped the 
would be able to do it; he should rejoice at the dis. 
covery if such a provision could be found; but he 
could not find it himself, and he questioned if any. 
body else could. 

He now came to the question of what they pro- 
posed to do by this bill. Was it anything which 
the British Parliament had not done by its legisla- 
lion? He maintained that they proposed to do no 
more than the British Parliament had done—not one 
solitary thing. Was it said that the British Parlia- 
ment had not sent governors to Oregon? Be it so: 
but the British governor was in Canada, and, by 
virtue of his office, he was governor of Oregon, 
though not actually being in the territory; and when 
we appoint a governor and send him to the place 
where tis duties are to be performed, there was no 
difference in point of principle. The English judges, 
too, reside in Canada, and ours would reside in Or- 
egon. Was there any actual difference in principle 
in that? Were we carrying out rights beyond what 
Great Britain had done? Where, and in what re- 
spect, were we going one inch beyond the example 
which England had set us? And if we do not go 
beyond that example, where is the cause for war’ 

hat provocation do we give for war? Not the 
slightest; and Great Britain could not declare war 
against us for anything contained in this bill, unless 
she sought a war for another purpose; and if that 
was her desire, he would say, let her have it—in the 
first day and hour that she desires it, let her have it. 
Since he had had a seat on this floor, he had seen 
more than one day when he could have said, let her 
have it. Who did not remember the case of the 
“Caroline,” when Britis: soldiers were rowed with 
mufiled oars to our shores, and cut loose an American 
steamer which they sent blazing down the stream 
and over the cataract cf the Niagara, with all her 
unfortunate inmates? The waters of the Niagara 
have been long since closed over that ill-fated vessel, 
but a cry for vengeance came up from the deep and 
troubled waters in which the Caroline was engulfed. 
For the present, however, he would let that pass. 
Why should England talk of war? Was it because 
we take possession of the disputed Territory just 
as she has done? He could not believe that such a 
result would ensue. 

He then proceeded to say that he had never seen 
an American Congress take hold of an American 
question with a better spirit than on this occasion, 
and therefore he had heard, with pleasure, the sug- 


“gestions which had been made, come from what 


quarter they might. One suggestion offered and 
reasoned upon by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
had convinced him, and he adopted the suggestion, 
and had prepared an amendment precisely in ac- 
cordance therewith. It had been said, you are 
breaking the third article of the convention by pass- 
ing this bill; but this he denied. But again, it was 
urged, suppose it should be so understood, and 
Great Britain should believe that they intended to 
do so. Well, to negative this, he had prepared a 
provision reciting that third article, and then guard- 
ing aganst such a conclusion. Now he supposed 
that would obviate all objections; but another gen- 
tleman rose and said, oh! you are taking a step 
that Great Britain never intended nor contemplated. 
What was that? Oh! you are dividing out and par- 
titioning the land, regardless of the rights of Great 
Britain. To this he replied, that they knew very 
well that any grant of land must be subject to the 
future adjustment of the two countries; but if they 
would rather have it so expressed in the bill, be it so; 
and to meet that he had prepared a provision. But 
how would that operate? Were the people who 
were settling south of the Columbia river ever to be 
disturbed under any circumstances? Were we ever 
to lose a foot of land there? There was not an Amer- 
ican citizen whose heart would not leap in his breast 
at the bare idea of making any concessions south o! 
the Columbia river. But suppose our citizens should 
settle north of the Columbia river beyond 49 deg. 0! 
north latitude, or 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, and beyond the 
line that might be drawn whenever this question 
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shall be settled by negotiation, or by war if they | 
pleased: the moment our title failed to the part on | 
which those citizens resided, they would drop | 
down to our undisputed territory and say they 
had lost their pre-emption right; and who would say | 
that this government could not at once give them 
another pre-emption right as‘good? Did that embar- 
rass the case? Notatall. Who was there, then, 
that was not willing to give a pledge to every man 
that should go to that country and cultivate it, of a 
liberal renewal of pre-emption right elsewhere, if he 
should be dispossessed by the establishment of the 
British title to the land he might occupy? Would 
that injure the British government? Could she 
take offence at such a provision in our law? 

From these remarks the committee would per- 
ceive that he had availed himself of every sugges- 
tion which had been made, so as to make the bill 
acceptable to the House, as he thought it would be 
acceptable to the British government. He came 
next to speak of the suggestions made by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, which, coming from 
him, were of great weight and importance. The 
objection was, that they had started at the wrong 
end, and that they should give the nolice first. 
Now he (Mr. B.) did not so understand it. If that 
were the correct course, he would, with pleasure, 
follow in the wake ofthe gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts; but he did not so understand it. Why 
did they propose to pass this measure? Simply 
because our people have gone to that country, and | 
are there without government, and we want to give 
them the benefit of our laws. They had not fled 
from their country, nor from eur laws and institu- 
tions; they have carried all with them, and what 
was now proposed, was, to give them the benefits 
of our laws in their urgent necessities. Some gen- 
tlemen said they had got judges there already; but 
they were laws for organized British society, and 
they were British judges. They preferred our 
laws to British laws. But it was said they had or- 
ganized their own society, and had framed their 
own laws. ‘True, they had, for some government 
was necessary; but nothing could induce them to 
adhere*to their own organization, but our refusals 
to meet their wants and necessities. But if they 
should first give the notice of twelve months, they 
would be met with the plea that the British settlers 
could not abandon the territory, because they had 
contracts made and business unsettled. And if they 
gave notice to quit, and the British did not then 
quit, what would be the next step? Would they 
rive away the foreign settlers? In such acase would 
they not resist on the ground of the necessity to 
stand in self-defence. This bill, however, avoided 
the evils of a different course, and gave to Ameri- 
can citizens a government and the protection of 
laws which the British settlers enjoyed. 


The honorable gentleman recapitulated some of 
the provisions of this bill for the trial of persons 
guilty of crimes, to show their liberality; and that 
they must prove unexceptionable to Great Britain. 
He said he was careful that they should do nothing 
wrong; and then he could bid any power defiance. 
He confessed that he was afraid of an unjust war 
with England or any other notion; but when we 
had justice on our side, he would quail before no 
power on this globe; and this would account for the 
zeal which he felt on this and on the Texas ques- 
tion too. He wanted Texas because England 
wanted it. Great Britain did not desire any in- 
crease of our power which would make us more 
formidable to the nations of the earth. The stars of our 
republic shone so bright that they have attracted 
the envy of foreign nations: the crowned heads of 
Europe looked upon our prosperity with amaze- 
ment; for they knew the impression which our ex- 
umple produced on their own population, and 
hence they were desirous to destroy the influence 
of our example. 

He wanted Oregon for the same purpose; he 
wanted our population to spread from ocean to 
ocean—from the Aroostook on the north to the Rio 
Del Norte on the south—a magnificent empire which 
should strike terror and dismay to the enemies of 
our institutions, and of republican forms of govern- 
ment. Give us this bill, (said Mr. B.,) guarded cau- 
tiously, benevolently guarded, as it was; give us 
Texas, and we will have an empire before us which 
will fill every American heart with pride and with 
Joy: ‘ 

Mr. WINTHROP obtained the floor; and at re- 
quest, (but with the notice that he had no purpose 
of making a speech,) he yielded to 


Mr. HOPKINS, on whose motion the committee 
rose and reported progress. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, on leave, presented reso- 
lutions of the legislature of Llinois, asking a dona- 
tion of land for the Illinois and Michigan Canal; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 
The House then adjourned. 





The following notices of petitions, presented to- 


day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting theni: 


By Mr. HOPKINS: The petition of H. Safford and 7) 
other citizens of the county of Muskingum. Ohio praying 
for a reduction of the rates of postage, and the abridgement 
of the fraking privilege. 

By Mr. WHEATON: The petition of 122 citizens of the 
county of Onondaga, New York, asking for the immediate 
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia: referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. A. P. STONE: The memorial of 52 citizens of the 
State of Ohio, praying Congress to furnish fames Russet! 


with the means to construct a national planetarium at 
Washington. 


By Mr, MACLAY: The memorial of the New York Insti- 
tution forthe Deaf and Dumb, for the disinbution of )ooks, 
&c., published by order of Congress,to their institution. 
The memorial of many citizens of the city of New York, 
praying Congress to divide the public lands into lots, for the 
occupation of citizens not possessed of other land, or to re- 
strict the division of them among the States with this condi- 
tion. 

By Mr. J. W. DAVIS: The petition of D. M. Dobson and 
108 other citizens, asking a mail route from Spencer, by 
Mill Grove, to Putnamville, Indiana. The petition of Joseph 
Wheeler and 70 other citizens, asking a grant of land to as- 
sist Indiana in completing the Wabash and Erie canal to the 
Ohio river. 

By Mr. FULLER: The petition of Byron Kingsbury, ad- 
ministrator of Captain Simon Spalding. asking that provi- 
sion be made to authorize the payment ofa certain outstand- 
ing certificate of commutation pay. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of Jeffries Wilkinson, 
asking compensation for extra work done by him on the 
wall at Cape Henry light house: referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. WETHERED: The memorial of Charles Reeder, 
engineer, asking an appropriation for the purpose of testing 
the utility of his invention for preventing explosions in 
steam boilers: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS SMITH: The petition of A. J. Cotton, 
an elder in the Methodist Episcopal church, and one of the 
judges ofthe Dearborne circuit court, Indiana, representing 
that he has been intimately acquainted with Benjamin Man- 
lift, an applicant for a pension; and that the said Maunliff is 
old, poor, and infirm. He recommends strongly the appli- 
cant’s case to the favorable and speedy consideration of 
Congress in consideration of his services. He says the said 
applicant, as will be seen by his papers on file, was more 
than five years a prisoner amongst the Turks at Tripoli, and 
that subsequently he served with General Jackson in the 
Seminole war; assisted in taking Arbuthnot and Ambrister, 
and that he was engage.\ in several attacks on our “red 
foes:” referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERT SMITH: The memorial of 220 citizens 
of Randolph county, Illinois, praying Congress to grant 
adequate relief to the distressed sufferers by the late flood 
in the Mississippi river and some of its tributaries: referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


IIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, February 1, 1845. 

The journal was read. 

Mr. REDING, on leave, offered a resolution di- 
recting the Committee on the Judiciary to repeal 
the act of August 29, 1842, to provide for other 
remedial justice in the courts of the United State; 
which was adopted. 

Mr. G. W. JONES asked leave to offer a 
resolution calling on the Secretary of the Treasury 
for information, with reference to the operation of 
the present tariff act, during the year ending De- 
cember 3], 1844, the amounts of imports, of the dif- 
ferent articles, of free articles, &c. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. J. moved a suspension of the rules for the 
reception of this resolution. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. TIBBATTS pn ate leave to report a bill 
pursuant to notice; but objections were made. 

Mr. BAYLY asked leave, and objections being 
made, moved a suspension of the rules, to withdraw 
certain petitions from the files of the House. 

The House refused to suspend the rules. 

Mr. HARALSON, on leave, made several ad- 
verse and other reports from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, viz: on the petition of citizens of 
Nassachusetts, for the abolition of the army; the 
petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, in relation toa 
donation for a national foundry; the petition of 
Captain A. Partridge for the loan of one hun- 
dred and fifty stand of muskets, to be used at 
the University at Norwich, Vermont; also, on the 
resolutions of the legislature of Illinois, asking the 
establishment of on arsenal at fort Massac. The 
first and third were laid on the table, and the second 


and fourth of which were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, where are 
pending bills on the same subject. 

On motion of Mr. SIMONS, from the Committee 
on Engraving, 

Resolved, That the usual number of maps of the survey 


and improvement in Dubuque harbor be published, to ac- 
company House document No. 57. 


MILEAGE OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD called for the consideration 
of the motion submitted by him some days since tor 
the reconsideration of the vote by which the bill 
with reference to the mileage of members was order- 
ed to be engrossed. 

Mr. COBB (of the Committee on Mileage) said 
the bill, as ordered to be engrossed, provided chat 
the mileage of members be computed according to 
the most direct main mail reute from their residence 
to this House. The object of the gentleman from 
New York in reconsidering this bill, was to move to 
ament i by Sinking ow he word “main,” so that 
mileage should be computed by the most direct mail 
route. fle trusted the amendment of the gentleman 
would preva). 

Mr. HUNGERFORD read from a document, 
showing that 193,925 miles was the whole amount 
travelled and charged for by the members of this 
House, and that 107,028 was the whole distance by 
the shortest mail route, thus exhibiting an excess of 
46,296 miles, and for them a charge of about $50,000 
over the distance and charge by the shortest mail 
routes. He also urged that there were many Ine- 
qualities under the present system, which should be 
corrected. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS pointed out the difficulty 
which would accompany the carrying out of the 
amendment proposed, in ascertaining what was the 
nearest mail route. From that portion of Indiana 
from which he came there were not dess than six 
mail routes leading towards Washington. ‘lo carry 
out the spirit and letter of this amendment, would 
require the employment of at least one engineer to 
ascertain what were the nearest mail routes; for all 
the reports to the Post Office Department were very 
wide from correctness. 

But he hoped that the bill would be reconsidered, 
and that another amendment would be adopted, to 
make this reduction apply to themselves as well as 
to their successors in Congress. He asked as a 
matter of justice, and demanded as a matter of right, 
whatever pruning was to take place, that that pru- 
ning should begin at home, with themselves. 

There were other and more important reforms 
that he wanted to see under this bill. He was sur- 
prised when the Committee on Mileage undertook a 
reform, that they had not taken up the whole sub- 
ject, and given them such a bill as would give satis- 
faction to the country, as well as to the conscience 
of every man who desired to see justice meted out 
alike to all. 

Mr. COBB, in reply to Mr. Davis, said there was 
no difficulty in ascertaining what were the nearcst 
mail routes. All this information was contained in 
the Post Office Department, and would be furnished 
on the application of the members of this House, 
or of the committee. There was no difficulty in 
ascertaining the most direct mail route, although 
there might be with reference to the most direct 
“main” mail route. 

He had no objections in reference to the applying 
the provisions of this bill to the present House; 
but he was aware that if these amendments, of one 
kiod and another, were added to the bill, they would 
defeat it altogether. 

The object of the bill was twofold: to reduce the 
mileage, and to render it more uniform. There 
were members living within fifty or one hundred 
miles of each other, whose mileage exceeded the 
one the other by some three or four hundred miles. 

In reference to the complaint that the committee 
had not gone further, he said the Conimittee on 
Mileage had restricted their operations to that which 
cane within /the proper limits of their jurisdiction. 
They were not authorized to consider any other 
question than that of mileage. If there were other 
questions, let them be referred to the proper stand- 
ing committee, or let a sp@ial committee be raised 
for them. But he insisted upon it that it was wholly 
wrong to vote down a measure of this kind Lecause 
it did not afford relief from all abuses. Let them 
take them and correct them as they arise. 

Mr. HOPKINS appealed to the House, as the 
time for the debate of the Oregon queation was 
limited, to allow this bill to lay over by general 
consent. 
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_On motion of Mr. COBB, the further considera- 
tion of the motion to reconsider was postponed ull 
Monday next. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT FOR OREGON. 


On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the House re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, a Weer, of Ohio, in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the bill to 
establish a territorial government over Oregon, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. CULLOM desired to offer as an amendment 
a proviso that the jurisdiction and sovereignty to be 
exercised under this bill, should not be in contra- 
vention of the terms of the treaty with Great Britain 
of 1818. 

The CHAIR said that the amendment was not 
then in order. 


Mr. WINTHROP, who had the floor, observed 
that he stated yesterday evening that it was not his 
design to occupy the attention of the committee for 
any length of time. His remarke would, therefore, 
be brief. 1t would also be remembered that he ad- 
dressed the House on this subject at the last ses- 
sion; and he was willing to stand by what he then 
said, circumstances not having materially changed 
since thattime. He did not intend to enter into an 
argument in regard to the title of the United States 
to this Territory. No such argument was necessa- 
ry, gentlemen on all sides being satisfied that the 
American title is the best one. It seemed, however, 
to have been forgotten that there was another party 
which had something to do with the matter, and the 
British government has to be convinced of the va- 
lidity of that tite. If gentlemen could find any 
means of satisfying Sir Robert Peel or Lord Aber- 
deen of the Slams of our title, they would turn 
their arguments to a.much better account. It seemed 
to him, though, that no argument, however good, 
would have any weight, if urged in the tone 
and temper which had been manifested in the 
course of this discussion. In his view, the whole 
discussion was unwise, ill-timed, and impolitic. In 
his opinion, it was exceedingly ill-judged to be en- 
gaged in this discussion at the moment when ne- 
gotiations were pending between the two countries 
for the settlement of this very question, particularly 
as the arguments used mige not be conformable 
with those which the Secretary of State was now 
pressing on the British government. We had as- 
surances that the negotiations had not failed, and 
that they were stil] in progress. We have assu- 
rances that the results of that negotiation will be 
laid before Congress before the end of the session. 
Then why not wait a few weeks for the termination 
of that negotiation? Why insist on making a step 
in the dark on his momentoug question, when by 
a few week’s delay we might proceed with safety? 
it really appeared to him that these proceedings 
savored something of a distrust of the one to whom 
these negotiations are committed. He did not 
know that there was any purpose entertained that 
this measure was to exercise any influence in the 
formation of the cabinet of the President elect; but 
it seemed to him that the friends of Mr. Calhoun 
ought to feel a little jealousy on this subject; and it 
also appeared to him that the passage of this bill, 
while the negotiation was pending, could not but be 
considered as a want of confidence in the present 
American minister. What were the grounds on 
which this bill was now pressed? Why, “we can’t 
have any more negotations;” “we have had 
enongh of negotiations;” “negotiations are a mere 
sacrifice of our territory, and always have been so0;” 
“they are but another name for a sacrifice of the 
sovereignty and soil of the country.” ‘These were 
the cries by which the passage of this bill was urged 
at this time. Why, one might suppose from this 
that we had at the head of the Department of State 
some British whig, who was ready to scll the terri- 
tory of the United States for gold. One would hard- 
ly suppose that we had a democratic Secretary of 

State, or a democratic administration on the eve of 
coming in. He, for one, wished to give to the ma- 


jority in the House, the supporters of the adminis- 


tration, a fair chance of showing to the country 
what is an honorable settlement of a disputed 
boundary question. He desired to have a demo- 
cratic model for the settlement of a boundary ques- 
tion. He desired that these abler, wiser, and more 
»owerful negotiators, may pluck up the drowning 

enor of the nation by the lecks. It had frequent- 
ly been charged that the treaty of Washington was 
a dishonorable surrender of the territory of the Uni- 
ted States. 1t was true that four-fifths of the sena- 
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tors concurred in the ratification of the treaty. It 
was true that the State of Maine had her commis- 
sioners here, who assented to it; and it was also true 
that the State of Maine had her share of the in- 
demnity. But the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
tiamuin] said that the treaty was passed with the 
unanimous dissent of the only democratic senator 
Maine had on the floor; to which he would reply 
that it was passed with the unanimous assent of the 
only whig senator Maine had on the floor of the 
Senate; and without intending any disparagement 
to Mr. Ruel Williams, the democratic senator, he 
might say that his colleague, the whig senator, might 
fully compare with him for virtue, intelligence, and 
patriotism. But gentlemen said that we must have 
no more negotiations. Where did this lead to? It 
led inevitably and wantonly to war—war with Eng- 
land now, and with all the world hereafter. But 
even wer would not prevent negotiations; for, after 
the war is over, these questions of boundary must 
still be settled by negotiation; and the only question 
to be determined was, whether we are to have ne- 
gotiation without war, or war first, and negotiation 
afterwards. For his part, he was for negotiating 
without war, for the reason that if we were driven 
to war, we ghall be compelled to take a less satisfac- 
tory boundary than we now are able to obtain. Mr. 
W.., after deprecating and protesting against the dis- 
position he so often saw manifested to get up a war 
with England, observed that she was the nation 
which was able to do us the most good in peace, 
and the most harm in war; and that the interest of 
the whole country required us to be at peace with 
her. But then it was said that Great Britain was 
so grasping and manifested such a spirit of aggran- 
disement and aggression, that we can take no other 
course with her, and the honorable member from 
Illinois [Mr. Doverass] said yesterday that she 
was hemming us in on every side on our own con- 
tinent, As this declaration had been repeatedly 
made, he desired to analyze it. 

This asertion seemed to have been made on the 
ground that we were the original nation on this con- 
tinent, and that Great Britain was continually mak- 
ing encroachments on our territory. He had some- 
times entertained the idea that Great Britain once 
had possession over the very territory which formed 
this Union, and he had heard of our fathers having 
wrested it from her. He had heard of the tea-tax, and 
Bunker Hill, and Yorktown, and other memorable 
events of the contest which separated us from that 
es and he thought that the result of it was to 
eave her but an inconsiderable portion of the terri- 
tory she once possessed. Instead of her hemming 
us In, we are hemming her out; and he should think 
that there had been a good deal more of ripping 
than hemming in the matter. 

Instead of Great Britain having enclosed us in a 
net-work, it appeared to him that we had broken out 
of the net-work. He would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois what foot of land on this North 
American continent Great Britain had acquired 
since our declaration of independence. How was 
it as to the Canadas? _It seemed to him that he had 
heard that we had something to do with the acquisi- 
tion of Canada, and our troops were repaid for those 
services by the discipline hick they acquired to fit 
them for the contest of our revolution. Then as to 
Cuba, on which it was said Great Britain had fixed 
her eye: he had always thought Great Britain 
herself ceded Cuba to Spain; having acquired Cuba 
she ceded that country back to Spain. h, but she 
had her eye on California, her heart on Cuba, and 
she ventured to entertain the hope of getting Texas; 
and what had we been doing in the mean time? Of 
which of the two countries would impartial history 
record the greater exhibition of a spirit of aggran- 
disement and aggression on this North American 
continent? While Great Britain was looking at 
Texas, we acquired Louisiana. While she had 
her eye on Cuba, we had got our hand on Florida; 
and while she had her heart on California, we were 
annexing Texas. She had not acquired a single inch 
of territory on this continent, except on the settle- 
m-nt of boundary lines by fair and impartial treaties. 
He then made some observations on the reproaches 
which were cast on this floor on the negotiations 
which were passed, and the menaces and bravadoes 
which were heard in relation to those which were 
pending, and he expressed the hope that Mr. Cal- 
noun, Or any succeeding Secretary of State, would 
not be influenced by the expression of sentiments 
of that sort; but that he would dare to do whatever 
the honor and peace of the cougiry would justify 
and demand. 





He read an extract from a speech made by Mr. 
Huskisson in the British House of Commons j), 
1830, on which he commented, to show that there 
were. two sides to the en and that both 
countries had been charged with desires to aggran- 
dise themselves by acquiring territory. Mr. Hus- 
kisson drew a strong picture of the acquisitions 
which this republic was making on the Gulf of 
Mexico; and the honorable gentleman was under- 
stood to read an extract to shew that Mr. Jefferso) 
had his eye en Cuba. 

He then alluded to the comments of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Doverase] on the remarks 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, {Mr. E. J. 
Moraris.] The gentleman from Illinois seemed to 
work himself up to a dangerous state of excitement, 
and chafed himself into a towering passion, because 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania had intimated that 
the Oregon might be formed into a separate govern- 
ment, and that limits should be set to this repub- 
lic. Now, where did that idea originate? This was 
not the first time that 

The shaft at random sent, 
Has hit the mark which was not meant.” 

He then read an extract from a speech delivered 
by Mr. Benton in 1825 on that subject, in which the 
senator from Missouri was understood to express 
the opinion that nature had fixed the Rocky moun- 
tains as our western boundary. Some gentleman 
here, however, were of opinion that this repub ic 
must have the whole of the continent—if it were ne- 
cessary. If it were snney ! And all for the 
glory of the republic. He. had read a definition of 
glory which said that glory is like that circle in the 
water which never ceases to. enlarge itself till by 
broad spreading it is dispersed to nought. 

He said he was opposed to any action on this 
subject under the circumstances which now exist 
and during the present session of Congress, unless 
they could obtain some tidings of the progress of the 
pending negotiations. He wished to get the Ore- 
gon, and it was because he wished to get that terri- 
tory that he was opposed to this bill. He then 
made some comments on the provisions of the bill 
itself, in which he was interrupted by the expira- 
tion of his hour. 

Mr. SHEPARD CARY said the remarks of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts would have as- 
tonished him had they come from any other gentlc- 
man in this body. But that gentleman’s immediate 
constituents would be somewhat astonished at the 
alarm manifested by him lest this measure should 
involve us in war with Great Britain. The gentle- 
man’s constituents, as he saw from the papers this 
morning, had lately held a convention called for 
considering the propriety of recommending a disso- 
lution of the Union. . 

Mr. WINTHROP. Does the gentleman assert 
that such resolutions were passed? 

Mr. CARY. They were considered. 

Mr. WINTHROP. They were offered by an 
individual member and were unanimously rejected ! 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. CARY resumed. He believed they were jot 
acted on, but the meeting was called to consider 
the propriety of such a recommendation. Under 
these circumstances, he should think the gentleman's 
constituents would have but little fear of being in- 
volved in war, provided this scheme could be car- 
ried out. The gentleman had not surprised him, after 
he manner in which the gentleman bad commenced, 
that he was found quoting British authorities to 
support him. The gentleman had quoted the same 
authority from which he (Mr. C.) had recently 
quoted to show that the whig party was identified 
with Great Britain in opposition to the annexation 
of Texas. 

The gentleman had gravely asked when Great 
Britain had ‘obtained a single acre of land on this 
continent since the close of the revolutionary war. 
He would answer that she had reeently obtained 
three milliona of acres out of the territory of the 
State which he in part represented. He referred to 
and commented upon several other of the arguments 
of Mr. Wixturop, denying, among other things, 
that she had ever assented to that negotiation under 
which that territory was lost; but her legislature 
had expressly declared by resolution that no part 
of her territory should be ceded to Great Britain 
to quiet the title of that State to any remaimng 
part of that territory; and that Lord Ashburton re- 
fused in the most insulting manner to, treat on these 
terms. 

He referred to a position taken by Mr. Apams 
yesterday, and in reply to his inquiry concerning it. 
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Mr. ADAMS explained that he had stated that, 

in the negotiation on this subject, there was a (is- 
cussion between Mr. Gallatin and the British com- 
missioner, in the course of which the reason was 
assigned, why the act of Parliamentof 1821 was 
such a mode of proceeding, a correspondent mode to 
which we could not take. The jurisdiction was 
therein conferred to a certain extent upon a compa- 
ny, while our mode was the constitution of a territo- 
ry, Which necessarily implied exclusive jurisdiction. 
These were the arguments used. 

Mr. CARY, resuming, said this distinction might 
be made. But Great Britain probably considered it 
the best and the cheapest manner of getting the 
jurisdiction of this country, as this company sup- 
ported itself, and was no expense to her. Her con- 
quest of the Indies in this way ought to be a warn- 
ing to this House, that it was high time we should 
resist a similar mode of procedure in regard to 
Oregon. 

The people of this country, he contended, had de- 
termined that this territory belonged to us, and that 
it was high time we should act in this matter. They 
well understood that no advantage was to be gained 
by negotiation with Great Britain, unless she 
yielded it through fear, or motives of policy. 
Talk of her integrity, her modesty, ber want of 
grasping disposition! They did not exist. She 
encroached upon all countries, and at all times, 
unless.restrained by fear. 

He had felt bound to notice this speech of the 
gentieman from Messachusetts, and he thought, 
when this subject came up in Parliament, there 
would not bea better British speech made upon it. 

Mr. HAMLIN inquired of his colleague whether 
he was a member of the legislature of Maine, 
the year when the resolutions, were passed to ap- 
point commissioners from that State on the subject 
of this northeastern boundary; whether he was 
right (as he understood had been questioned by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts) in saying that 
Maine had never received a large sum of money, be- 
side the amount she had expended in taking care of 
that soil; also, whether he was correct in saying 
that the commissioners had yielded their assent to 
the treaty, only as far asthe honor of Maine per- 
mitted, and that it was for the treaty-making power 
to determine. 

Mr. CARY, resuming, replied, that the commis- 
sioners of Maine had yielded their assent to the 
treaty, so far as to allaw it to go before the Senate 
of the United States, subject to the approval or re- 
jection of that body, and that they had most reluc- 
tantly yielded. He detailed some further historical 
facts in reference to the composition and proceed- 
ing of these commissioners on the part of Maine, 
which were received with considerable merri- 
ment. 

As to the money—miserable trash ! [laughter,] 
~epeneeue it (said Mr. C.) for selling our birth- 
rgut. 

Mr. F. H. MORSE (Mr. C. yielding the floor) 
inquired of his colleague whether he was not a 
member ofthe senate of that State the year after the 
treaty was ratified, and was not chairman ofa com- 
mittee on the northeastern boundary; what was the 
action of that committee; whether .there was not a 
report and a resolution drawn up by that commit- 
tee, condemning the treaty, and whether that report 
was ever adopted. 

Mr. CARY replied that he had the honor of be- 
ing chairman of such a committee from whom such 
a report emanated, and that it was adopted by the 
senate of that State almost unanimously; but that 
the whigs in the House had raised the hue-and- 
cry, and had thrown off the question, so that no 
action was taken upon it. 

With regard to this money, Daniel Webster, af- 
ter having visited Great Britain in 1839, and re- 
ceived fees from the holders of State scrip, and per- 
haps other considerations, found that money was 
very convenient to carry on this negotiation. Great 
Britain had danced, and we had paid the fiddler. 

He said there were conditions in the treaty which 
were never complied with by Great Britain. She 
agreed to pay back certain moneys which the New 
Brunswickers had robbed the people of Maine of, 
and put into what they called the timber fund. This 
money was never repaid, but when application was 
made for it they said there was no money there— 
they had spent it all. There was also certain bonds 
given by them for timber cut in the territory ac- 
knowledged to belong to Maine. They agreed to 
pay these bonds, but the first dollar of them was 
never received. Cae ae 


Mr. SEVERANCE asked how it happened that 
two democratic and two whig commissioners were 
appointed by the Goveri.or of Maine, seeing that he 
was a democrat, and his party had the ascendency 
in the State. 

Mr. CARY said that the governor perhaps might 
have had reasons for appointing two whigs to office 
which never influenced the whig party. That party 
was always crying out against proscription, and pro- 
claiming that they would proscribe 11; but they al- 
ways turned out their opponents when they had the 
power, and never gave them appointments. He 
supposed, however, that the object in appointing 
two whig commissione:s was to divide the responsi- 
bility. After some further remarks from Mr. C.— 

Mr. MORSE entered into a defence of the treaty 
of Washington, alleging that Great Britain had 
given Maine an equivalent for all the territory she 
had lost, viz: in the free navigation of the St. John’s, 
and the privilege of exporting lumber—and bis col- 
league himself was greatly benefited by it, for he 
believed that he was a dealer in lumber to a large 
amount. 

Mr. CARY said that the privilege the gentleman 
spoke of was to have the timber of the citizens of 
Maine taxed, which was, previous to the treaty, free 
by a British ordinance. 

Mr. MORSE would say, notwithstanding his 
colleagues remark, that Maine was greatly benefited 
by the treaty; she had the privilege of exporting 
timber, grain, &c., which she never had before. 

It had been asserted by two of his colleagues 
that Maine never gave her assent to the Washing- 
ton treaty. Now, itappeared to him that when they 
had the opportunity to condemn it, and failed to do 
SO, it was equivalent to an approval of it. Now, in 
regard to the report the gentleman spoke of, there 
wasa great deal of drumming up, and he did not 
believe it was sanctioned by a majority of the com- 
mittee who made it. It was hurried through the 
House, but the Senate looked upon it as so mon- 
strous, that they laid iton the table. He did not 
agree with his colleague that the people in the last 
canvass had decided on the Texas and Oregon 
questions, and he was not prepared to pass _ this bill, 
because he wanted information as to the extent and 
validity of the claims of Great Britain. 

Mr. M., in conclusion, deprecated the desire for 
extending our possessions, Pua he saw so preva- 
lentin the country, and expressed the fear that the 
result of it would be the destructiou of our confede- 
racy. 

Mr. HARDIN belived it was our duty to pro- 
tect the American settlers in Oregon by extending 
our laws over them. There were several thousands 
of our citizensin that country, and yet there were 
no laws there even to punish the crime of murder. 
This, he thought, required some legislation on the 

art of this government. He did not agree with the 
iene chairman of the Committee on Territories, 
{Mr. A. V. Brown,] that the House ought not to 
give the twelve months’ notice to Great Britain of 
the termination of the joint occupancy. He thought 
it ought to be done so that they might know what 
portion of the territory they were extending their 
aws over. 

He was disposed to go for this bill; butif it were 
passed without giving the notice to terminate the 
joint occupancy to Great Britain, he feared it would 
Solan them into collision with that government. He 
caused an amendment to be read, which he intended 
to offer as an additional section, to make provision 
for the giving of such notice.. He wished to settle 
the question without a war, though he did not think 
war was to be eternally dreaded; and when war 
should come, he should say “our country, right or 
wrong.” 

Mr. A. KENNEDY spoke for the few minutes 
which remained, and after some remarks on the 
difficulty. of obtaining the floor, said he did not see 
that this bill would bring us necessarily into col- 
lision with Great Britain. It did no more for our citi- 
zens than that government had done for its subjects. 
Our right to Oregon was admitted on every hand; 
but if we intended to retain it, it must be exercised. 
He spoke at some length of the fears expressed of a 
collision with Great Britain, and of the debate which 
had gone on here this morning in relation to the 
northeastern boundary question; and he told the 
committee that this was a question in relation to 
western land and the western people, who knew 
what good land was, and would not permit any par- 
tition of that which belonged to them entirely. He 
descanted, too, on the love exhibited here for Great 


Britain by. some gentlemen; and he recapitulated 


— . 














many of her aggressions against this infant republic 
to justify a very different feeling. He looked upon 
the British government as a hateful oligarchy, which 
fed its voracious maw on the blood of all nations. 
He spoke until the falling of the Chairman’s mallet 
announced the arrival of the hour which the House 
had fixed for the termination of this debate. 

The committee then proceeded to receive and vote 
upon the amendments that were offered. 

The pending motion, viz: thatof Mr. Wixturor, 
to strike out the first section of the bill, was with- 
drawn by him. 

Mr. ADAMS moved an amendment, to insert as 
the first section of the bill, that forthwith, after the 
passage of usis act, the President of the United States 
shall cause notice to be given to the government of 
her Britannic Majesty that the United States, con- 
formably to the second article of the convention, see 
fit to annul and abrogate the said convention of 6th 
August, 1827; and, after the expiration of twelve 
months from the receipt of said notice by the Brit- 
ish government, the said convention is declared to 
be entirely annulled and abrogated. 


Mr. A. V. BROWN called for tellers; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. HARDIN proposed to offer an amendment, 
to stand as the second section of the bill. 

Several objections were made on points of order. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inquired if it would be 
a breach of order to ask the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts { Mr. Apams] a question. 

The CHAIRMAN replied that it would partake 
of the character of debate, and, as such, not in order. 

Mr. HARDIN sent up to the clerk's table the 
amendment which he proposed to offer; which was 
read. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL remarked that perhaps 
the Chair could inform them. He confeased he was 
very anxious to know whether, if that provision— 
viz: the amendment of Mr. Apams—were adopted, 
it was constitutionally obligatory on the President 
to give the notice? 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the amendment 
of Mr. Harpr to the amendment was in order. 

Mr. HARDIN withdrew his amendment for the 
present, in order to allow a direct vote on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Apams. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN raised the point of order 
against the amendment of Mr. Avams, that there 
was now on the table of the committee a joint reso- 
lution for the same purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 
on the ground that the two propositions were not 
identical. 

Mr. BELSER called for the reading of the amend- 
ment, which Mr. Hammett subsequently offered 
(which was of similar bearing with that of Mr. Ap- 
AMS. 

Tike proposed amendment was read. 

Mr. OWEN raised another point of order against 
the amendment of Mr, Apams, on the ground of its 
incongruity with the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 
remarking that it was for the committes to decide 
whether different points of the bill, or the amend- 
ments and the bill, were consistent with cach other. 


Mr. ADAMS, in reference to some remark made, 
said that his amendment was not a request to the 
President. If adopted, it was a part of the law of 
the land, and it made it the duty of the President to 
give the notice. Now the Presulent could not be 
required, against his own opimion, to give this no- 
tice, because he was to sign the bill directing it, 
which he could decline to do by a veto of the bill, 
if so inclined, from this or for any other reason. 

The question was taken by tellers, and decided in 
the negative—ayes 77, noes 92. 

So the amendment ef Mr. Apams was rejected. 

Mr. HAMMETT then offered the amendment of 
which mention has been made above; but after some 
conversation by himself agd several gentleraan, he 
withdrew the amendment in order to offer it ata 
subsequent stage of the bill. 

Mr. COLLAMER moved an amendment to strike 
out.in the first section, the words “‘and bounded on 
the south by 42 degrees; and on the north by 54 de- 

rees 40 minutes northJatitade,” (which amendment 

‘ing adopted, the bill would provide for the orgain- 
ization of a temporary government over the whole 
country to the west of the Rocky mountains belong- 
ing to the United States, without defining the bous- 
daries thereof.) 

Mr. DUNCAN asked for tellers; which were re- 
fused. 
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—————— sss sss, 


‘The queation was taken, and the amendment was 
rejected without a division, 


og Clerk then proceeded with the reading of the 
iil. 


The 6th section being under consideration, 

Mr. WINTHROP moved an amendment to add 
& proviso, that slavery or involuntary servitude, ex- 
cept for the punishment of crime, whereof the party 
shall be duly convicted, shall not exist in said ter- 
ritory. 

The question was taken by tellers, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to—ayes 85, noes 56. 


The Clerk further progressed with the reading of 
the bill. 


Mr. A. V. BROWN then submitted the follow- 
ing amendment; which was agread to: 


Provided always, That in cases where any British subject, 
resident or trading in said Territory of Oregon, shall be ar- 
rested, charged with the commission of any misdemeanor 
or felony, the same shall be delivered over to the nearest 
tribunal of the British government having jurisdiction over 
the offence: This provision not to apply after the period of 
twelve months from any notice “a may be given by the 
United States as contemplated by the third article of the 


convention now subsisting between the two countries in 
relation to said Territory. 


Mr. A. V. BROWN submitted an amendment; 
which, after having been modified, at the sugges- 
tion of Mr. ‘Owen, so as to provide for the extin- 


oe of Indian titles, was agreed to, as fol- 
Ows: 


Provided always, That the future grants of lands contem- 
plated by this act shall be subject to the settlement of any 
dispute now pending between Great Britain and the United 
States in relation to their respective claims, and subject al- 
s0 to the acquirement, by treaty or otherwise, of the Indian 
title to the said lands. 


Mr. A. V. BROWN submitted the following, 


to come in as an additional section; which was also 
agreed to: 


And whereas, by aconvention entered into between h’‘s 
Britannic Majesty and the United States of America, it was 
stipulated and agreed that any country on the northwest 
coast of America, te the westward of the Stony mountains, 
shonid be free and open to the citizens and subjects of the 
two powers, it being competent, however, to either of the 
contracting powers, incase either should think fit at any 
time after the 20th of October, 1828, on giving due notice of 
twelve months to the other contracting party, to annul and 
abrogate this convention: 

Sno. 42. Be il therefore further enacted, That nothing in 
this act shall be so construed as to close or obstruct any of 
the harbors, bays, and creeks, or the navigation of rivers 
within the territorial limits of the Territory hereby organ- 
ized, orany part of the country that may be claimed by 
either party on the northwest coast of America, between 
the aod and 54th degree 40 minutes of north latitude, against 
the vessels, citizens, and subjects of Great Britain, agree- 
ably to the provisions of the third article of the convention 
of 20th October, 1818, between the United States and Great 
Britain, until the termination of the said stipulation of said 
convention. 


Mr. ELMER submitted the following amendment; 
which was read: 

“And whereas, by a convention entered into between the 
United States and Great Britain in the year 1813, it was stip- 
ulated and agreed ‘that any country that may be claimed by 
either party on the northwest coast of America, eastward of 
the Steny mountains, shall, together with all its harbors, 
bays, and creeks, and the navigation ofall rivers within the 
same, be free and open for the term of ten years to the ves- 
sels, citizens, and subjects of the two powers,’ and by a 
convention entered into between the said parties in the year 
1827, the aforesaid agreement was indefinitely extended, 
with a provision that it should be competent for either par- 
ty, after the 20th day of October, 1828, on giving twelve 
months’ notice to the other contracting party to annul and 
abrogate said convention: Therefore, 

** Be it enacted, That nothing in this act contained shall be 
construed to affect the vessels or subjects of Great Britain 
that have entered, or hereafter may enter, the country afore- 
said, or its harbors, bays, creeks, and rivers, in pursuance 
of the agreement aforesaid, until the said convention shall 
have been duly annulled.” 


On taking the question, this amendment was re- 
jected. 


Mr. HAMMETT then offered the following, to 
come in as additional section; which was read: 


Src. 43. Be it further enacted, That the President of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, required to cause due 
notice to be given to the British government of the desire 
and intention of the government of the United States to an- 
nul and abrogate the ‘convention with Great Britain rela- 
tive to territory on the northwest coast of America, con- 
cluded August 6th, 1827,” agreeably to the provisions of 
the second article of that convention: Provided, That noth- 
ing in this act contained shal! be so construed or carried 
into effect by any of the officers or citizens of the United 
States, as to interfere in any way with any right which any 
of the subjects of Great Britain may have in the territory 
herein mentioned, as provided for in the convention afore- 
said, until the expiration of twelve months after notice shall 
be‘given as above provided, by the President of the United 
States. 


Mr. BOWLIN raised the point of order whether 
this amendment, being the same in substance as one 
that had been voted down, could be received. 


The CHAIR overruled the point of order. 





Mr. A. V. BROWN said that, believing as he did 
that this proposition greatly endangered the bill, he 
called for tellers. 

Mr. BURT asked his friend from Mississippi to 
withdraw his amendment. He trusted he would 
do so. 

Mr. HAMMETT declined withdrawing it; when 
tellers were ordered. 

Messrs. Catpwett and Po.tock were appointed 
tellers, and they reported 79 in the affirmative and 
77 in the negative. So the amendment was agreed 
lo. 

_ Mr.GARRETT DAVIS then offered the follow- 
ing as a substitute for the whole bill: 

Strike out all after the words ‘‘be it” in the first line, and 
insert- 

“Resolved by the Senate and the House of the Representa- 
tives of the United States of .Imerica in Congress assem- 
bled, ‘That if the pending negotiation between the govern- 
ments of Great Britain and the United States in relation to 
the territory on the Pacific ocean respectively claimed by 
the two countries be not settled by treaty on or before the 
4th day of July, that the President be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to give the notice to the government of Great Brit- 
ain provided for by the 2d article of the convention between 
the two governments, dated at London the 6th day of Au- 
gust, 1827, to annul and abrogate the convention by which 
any country that may be claimed by either Great Britain or 
the United States on the northwest coast of America west- 
ward ofthe Stony mountains shall, together with its har- 
bors, bays, and creeks, and the navigation of all. rivers 
within the same, be free and open to the vessels, citizens, 
and subjects of the two powers.” 


This amendment was not agreed to—only 47 
voting in favor of it. 

The committee then rose, and reported the bill to 
the House. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on 
agreeing to the amendments of the committee. 

Mr. DUNCAN moved that the bill be printed, 
with the amendments; but, after a conversation in 
which several members took part, he withdrew that 
motion, and moved the previous question, which 
was seconded by the House. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON again suggested that the 
amendments should be printed. 

A long conversation ensued as to the position 
which the bill would assume on Monday, if the 
House should now adjourn. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved an adjournment; 
but, on being informed by the Speaker that this bill 
would not come up on Monday morning as unfin- 
ished business, nor without a vote of two-thirds out 
of its order, he withdrew that motion. 

Mr. SUMMERS renewed it. 

The yeas and nays were called for in various 
quarters; and on ordering them, the vote was taken 
by Messrs. Grinnect and Bure, tellers, who re- 
ported 42 in the affirmative; which was a sufficient 
number. 

Another conversation ensued, 

And Mr. SUMMERS withdrew his motion. 

The House then ordered the main question to be 
now put. 

The SPEAKER (in answer to a question) said, 
if the House now adjourned, this bill would come 
up first in order. 

The House then adjourned. 


— 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 


day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. SIMONS: The petition of Levi Stuart and others, 
electors of Fairfield county, Connecticut, praying Congress 
to frustrate the project for the annexation of Texas. 

By Mr. BLACKWELL: The petition of William Brown, 
asking pay for certain land in the State of Tennessee. 

By Mr. RATHBUN: The petition of J. D. Lane, and sev- 
eral hundreds of others, inhabitants of Wayne and Cayuga 
counties, for the improvement of the harbor at Little So- 
dus bay: referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Clarinda Mix fora 


psnsion: referred to the Committee on Revoluticnary Pen- 
sions. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpar, February 3, 1845. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the War Department, 
transmitting an abstract of all the militia of all the 
States and Territories, taken from the returns made 
to that department. 

Also a communication from the War Department, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 29th ultimo, information of how many 
officers of the revolution died in the service between 
the 3d March, 1782, and the 3d November, 1783. 
Also a communication from the Navy Depart- 
ment, transmitting a statement of the Second Comp- 


troller, showing the appropriations for the naval sey- 
vice for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1844. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a remonstrance from Jo- 
seph Newell and others, of New Ipswich, in the 
State of New Hampshire, against the annexation 
of Texas to the United States. 

Also a memorial from sundry women of Poston 
panere 4 against the annexation of Texas to the 

nited States; and in case such annexation should 
take place, to call a convention for the purpose of 
taking immediate measures for the peaceable dissolu- 
tion of the Union: referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Also presented a petition from Joel Boyd, and 
other citizens of Essex, Massachusetts, praying 
that that town may be annexed to the commer. 
cial district of Gloucester: referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also presented additional documents in relation 
to the memorial of the American Board of Foreign 
Missions; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also presented a petition from Eliakim Morse, 
praying indemnity for French spoliations prior to 
1800; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CHOATE remarked that he would, under 
instructions from the Committee or. Foreign Rela- 
lations, move to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill upon this subject, as soon as the postage bill 
was disposed of. 

On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, leave was granted 
to take from the files the memorial, and documents 
accompanying, of the Ist municipality of New Or- 
leans, concerning the title to the land on which the 
custom-house stands in that municipality. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from 
John Wood, jr., and seen of Maine, praying for 
the establishment of certain mail routes: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also presented a petition from Ebenezer Ballard, 
of Burden, York county, Maine, asking for a pen- 
sion for services as seaman in the naval service of 
the United States during the last war: referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ATHERTON presented a petition from Hen- 
rick Aiken, praying an extension of his patent for 
an improvement in the saw set, and for the refund- 
ing of certain money paid by him into the patent 
fund: referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented a petition from James 
Erwin, for himself and the heirs of Daniel Great- 
house, deceased, praying remueration for losses un- 
der a contract with the government for subsisting 
the emigrating Indians: referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from a 
number of citizens of Pennsylvania, praying that 
the constitution may be so altered as to appropriate 
the public lands, or some other fund, for the purpose 
of effecting the abolition of slavery throughout the 
Union. 

The question of reception being raised, on mo- 
tion of Mr. BERRIEN, it was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

On motion of Mr. MOREHEAD, the petition of 
the heirs of John Stone was ordered to be taken 
from the files and committed. 

Mr. M. presented a preamble and resolutions 
adopted by the legislature of Kentucky, instructing 
the senators, and requesting the representatives, to 
use all proper means to effect a reduction of the 
rates of postage, and the curtailment of the franking 
privilege: ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a rémonstrance from 
the county of Onondaga, New York, against the 
annexation of Texas, unless slavery is abolished in 
its territories: referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 


ANNEXATION OF CANADA. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition from sun- 
dry citizens of one of the States bordering on the 
British possessions in North America, praying for 
the annexation of the Canadas, in case of the annex- 
ation of the Mexican province called Texas. 

Mr. D. said he did not sympathize very strongly 
with the petitioners; but believing that no citizen of 
the United States, or any State bordering on the 
British possessions, would presume to trifle with the 
sacred right of petition, he thought it proper to pre- 
sent the petition, that its prayer might have all the 
consideration its importance deserved. He moved 
its reference to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PORTER uted a petition from Black 


Rock, Erie county, New York, on the subject of an 
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appropriation for the improvement of the Fox and 
Wisconsin rivers: referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

ANNEXATION OF CANADA AGAIN. 

Mr. PORTER presented a petition signed by a 
number of citizens of Detroit on the subject of the 
annexation of Texas, and in favor of the acquisi- 
tion of Canada by purchase or otherwise, and pray- 
ing that in any act, resolution, or otherwise, adopted 
for the annexation of Texas, a provision may be 
inserted as a condition precedent that the same shall 
not take effect until Canada shall also be annexed to 
the United States. 

Mr. PORTER said the subject was a new one, 
and he believed the best way to perform his duty to 
the memorialists was to have their memorial known 
through their own language. 

The memorial was read. 

Mr. FOSTER raised the question of reception on 
the memorial; and denounced it as a movement on 
the part of the memorialists to bring the subject of 
annexation of Texas into odium and contempt by 
ridicule. Ele spoke at considerable length against 
this mode of interrupting the peace and harmony 
existing between two friendly nations—the govern- 
ment of Great Britain and that of the United States. 
He felt that, in objecting to the reception of these 
memorials, he was performing a sacred duty. 

Mr. PORTER expressed his surprise that the 
Senator from Tennessee had not objected to a sim- 
ilar memorial which had just been presented by the 
senator from New York [Mr. Dickinson. } 

Mr. FOSTER replied that he was not in his seat 
atthe time, or he should have raised the same ques- 
tion upon its reception. 

Mr. PORTER proceeded in an argument of great 
length to vindicate the memorialists from the reflec- 
uons of the senator from Tennessee [Mr. Foster] 
on the ground that if Texas should be annexed, the 
South would have a vast preponderance of power, 
and they, as citizens of the North, had a right to ex- 
press their opinion that the interests of the North 
required the annexation of Canada as a balance. 

r. MERRICK urged the impropriety of a des- 
ultory discussion of this sort, on the question of 
annexation, and moved to lay the whole subject on 
the table; but withdrew the motion at the instance of 

Mr."FOSTER, who replied to the remarks of 
the senator from Michigan (Mr. Porrer.] He did 
not know why that gentleman should complain of 
the necessity for a balancing power, when there 
was land enough north of 36 degrees 30 minutes to 
make twenty-four States. He referred to the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon. 

Mr. F. replied also to the objections which 
had been urged against this measure of an- 
nexation, on the grounds of slavery; and, in conclu- 
sion, made a motion to lay the memorial on the 
table. 

The motion having been agreed to, 

Mr. BERRIEN moved to lay the first memorial 
—presented by the senator from New York, [Mr. 
Dickinson ]—on the table. 

Which motion also prevailed. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a memorial from the 
theological seminary of Princeton, New caer 
praying a reduction of the rates of postage through- 
out the United States to two cents on each letter, 
and the abolition of the franking privilege: ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Also presented resolutions of the legislature of 
New Jersey, instructing the senators from that State 
to use their exertions to prevent the passage of the 
resolution for the annexation of Texas to the United 
States: read, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition from three hundred 
and fifty citizens of Troy, New York, and a peti- 
tion from Albany, New York, praying that ‘l'exas 
may not be annexed to the United States. Also a 
petition from the Albany Liberty Association, pray- 
ing that Texas may not be annexed to the United 
States; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from John 
Baldwin, a citizen of the United States, representing 
himself to be entitled to indemnity under the con- 
vention with Mexico, by which indemnity was 
awarded to several citizens of the United States; that 
the amount to which he was entitled was $57,000: 

that he received a part thereof, and that the two last 
instalments to which he was entitled had not been 
paid by Mexico; and asks Congress to take the mat- 
ter into consideration, and grant such relief as the 
circumstances of the case will warrant: referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 





CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. DIX presented a memorial from sundry citi- 
zens of Albany, New York, praying that the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands may be distributed 
among the States for the purposes of general educa- 
tion: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, presented the memorial of the New York In- 
stitution for the education of the deafand dumb, pray- 
ing that a copy of such books and other documents 
as have been printed by order of Congrees, may be 
given to them to be deposited in the library of the in- 
stitution for the use of the public: referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

LOUISIANA ON ANNEXATION. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented resolutions adopted by 
the legislature of Louisiana, expressing the delibe- 
rate opinion of that body that a majority of the peo- 
ple of Louisiana are in favor of the immediate an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States by any 
lawful and constitutional means. 

Mr. JOHNSON said he deemed it proper to say 
that he coucurred with the views expressed by the 
legislature of Louisiana in these resolutions. He 
stated to several gentlemen, before he knew that the 
legislature would act upon this subject, that, if the 
question should be fairly presented, free from con- 
stitutional objections, and free from the same objec- 
tions that existed against the treaty which was re- 
jected last summer, he would vote for it. How far 
the resolution, which had been adopted by the House 
of Representatives, was free from these objections, 
he was not prepared at thismoment to say. Thata 
foreign territory could be acquired and incorporated 
into this Union by a joint resolution of the two 
Houses of Congress, he had very strong doubts. 
When the subject should be presented by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, to whom that resolu- 
tion and other propositions relating to the same sub- 
ject had been referred, he would examine the ques- 
tion, and go according to the best lights that they 
might present. 

Ar. BARROW said he did not know that his 
honorable colleage, [Mr. Jounson,] when he pre- 
sented these resolutions, had intended making any 
remarks. He (Mr. B.) certainly had no desire to 
make any now; but apprehending that either some 
gentlemen here, or his constituents, might suppose 
that he concurred in the opinion expressed by him, 
he felt it due to himself to say now,as he had al- 
ways said here and at home, that he was opposed to 
annexation in every form, at any time, and under 
any conceivable circumstances; and as long as he 
should have the honor of holding a seat here, 
and of being a senator from Louisiana, he should 
vote against any proposition to annex Texas to the 
United States, let it assume what form it might. 
Asto the particular form now under the considera- 
tion of the Committee on Foreign Relations, (the 
joint resolution which had passed the House,) he 
had no difficulty in making up his mind to op- 
pose it and vote against it, if his feelings 
were ever so much in favor of annexation, under 
other circumstances. He should not, however, an- 
ticipate discussion upon this resolution. It was his 
intention, when the proper time should arrive, to 
give, for the benefit of his own constituents, the 
reasons why he opposed this particular measure, 
and the reasons oie he considered that annexation, 
at any time, would not only prove highly detri- 
mental to the whole South, but peculiarly destruc- 
tive to the best interests of the State of Louisiana. 
The people of Louisiana, through their representa- 
tives in the legislature, had not said that this par- 
ticular measure, which was now before the Senate, 
and which had received the eanction of the other 
house, met with their approbation. The resolutions 
presented by his colleage were as broad as any sen- 
ator could desire them tobe. They leftto the sen- 
ators from Louisiana the privilege, which he would 
claim, whether it was granted to himor not, of de- 
ciding according to his best judgment what his duty 
required of him, as a senator sworn to support the 
constitution, and to decide for the people of the Wni- 
ted States, as well as for the people of his own 
State. The resolutions now before the Senate from 
the legislature of that State, would, if he were in fa- 
vor of annexation, and in favor of the particular 
bill which had been sent here from the other House, 
forbid him, according to his understanding of those 
resolutions, to support the measure now before the 
Senate, and about to receive its decision. 

But there was a matter of opinion expressed by 
the members of the legislature there as to the wish- 
es of the people of Louisiana, in relation to this sub- 
ject. Now, he was willing to admit that the repre- 
sentatives of the people in the legis!ature,—just elect- 
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ed and fresh from the people,—were more competent 
to decide that question he was—that is, as to the dis- 
position or willingness of the po of Louisiana to 
see Texas annexed in a lawful or constitutional way 
to the United States. He had not been thirty days 
within the limits of Louisiana since this great 
scheme of annexing a foreign country to this gov- 
ernment was proposed to the American people; and 
therefore it would be presumption in him to set up 
his opinion as to the wishes of the people of Louisi- 
ana, against the opinion of their immediate repre- 
sentatives in the legislature, who had mingled with 
all the people, in every section of the State, and, of 
course, better understood the wishes of the people 
in that State than he did in relation to the abstract 
proposition of annexation. He had not believed, 
until he received these resolutions, and found that 
they had been supported by a very large majority 
of the legislature, hat the people of Louisiana did 
desire the annexation of Texas to this Union. He 
certainly had not inferred it frajn the result of the 
late presidental election in that State; because he 
knew full well that that election had been car- 
ried by the most infamous frauds. He knew 
full well that if there was any legal mode 
of purging the poll of that State, it would be found 
that a majority of the people of Louisiana had 
passed their suffrages in favor of Hlenry Clay. He 
had good reason to believe that this fact would soon 
be established; for he was glad to say that the legis- 
lature of Louisiana had undertaken to go into a la- 
borious investigation of this matter, for the purpose 
of showing to the citizens of Louisiana, ro to the 
American public, the infamous and disgraceful 
means that were used by the democratic party, or a 
portion of the leaders of that party, in the State of 
Louisiana, to carry the vote of that State in favor of 
James K. Polk. He awaited the result of that in- 
vestigation with a full confidence that the facts 
which would be judicially established would sustain 
him in the assertion that, however it might have 
been in the other States, in the State of Louisiana 
at least, Mr. Clay was cheated—villanously cheated 
out of the electoral vote of that State. 

Mr. JOHNSON observed that this was not the 
time to enter into a discussion upon this subject, or 
to say anything more upon it. He moved that the 
resolutions be printed, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

The reference was ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
suudry citizens of Erie county, Pennsylvania, ask- 
ing Congress to reduce the — of the public lands 
to fifty cents per acre, and to prevent the sales 
thereof to any except actual settlers: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial from the 

officers of the frigate Cumberland, praying that the 
spirit ration may be abolished, and an equivalent 
made to them monthly in money: referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bili for the relief of John P. 
Skinner, and the legal representatives of Isaac 
Green; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Also, reported back, with an amendment, the bill 
to extend the jurisdiction of the courts of Wiscon- 
sin and Lowa, over offences committed in the Indian 
territory within their borders. 

Also, reported back, with an amendment, the 
bill providing for appeals in cases of bankruptcy; 
and, 

On his motion, the Committee on the Judiciary 
was discharged from the further consideration ofthe 
memorial of the citizens of Ohio, {praying for the 
removal of the United States courts from Columbus 
to Cincinnati. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a communica- 
tion received from the Secretary of the Treasury 
on the subject of an additional inspector at the port 
of New Orleans. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made an adverse report on the bill for the relief of 
John Woolley; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MOREHEAD, on leave, introduced a bill to 
amend the joint resolution, approved 15th June, 
1844, in relation to collecting, arranging, and classi- 
fying statistical information; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


THE VOTES FOR PRESIDENT AND 


PRESIDENT. 
On motion by Mr. WALKER, it was 


Resolved. That a committee of three be appointed to join 
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cnath/aanatalitemsawiate he aamdiateh tom. the, Manse to éo-<8h Satie alt dha, Et eee Ee en ee fh committee as may be appointed by the House to as- 
certain and report a mode of examining and counting the 
votes for President and Vice President, and of informing the 
persons elected of their election. 

On motion, it was ordered that the Chair appoint 
the committee; when Messrs. Waker 00D- 
sury, and Dayton, were announced as the commit- 
tee on the part of the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate any correspondence 
or other information in the possession of the government 
relative to the operations of the United States squadron on 
the west coast of Africa, the growth, present condition, and 
influence of the American colonies there; and the nature, 
extent, and progress of the commerce of the United States 
with the same. 

POST OFFICE REFORM. 

The general orders having been called, the unfin- 
ished business of Thursday was resumed, being the 
furthe consideration, as in committee of the whole, 
of the bill to reduce the rates of postage, to limit and 
correct the abuse of the frankipg privilege, and for 
the prevention of frauds on the revenues of the Post 
Office Department. 

‘The pending question was on Mr. Bacey’s mo- 
tion to exémpt from the repeal of all laws heretofore 
conferring the franking privilege, that now enjoyed 
by members of Congress, delegates from Territories, 
and the clerk of the House of Representatives and 
secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. MERRICK explained that the fifth section 
of the bill provided for the repeal of all laws hereto- 
fore made by Congress conferring the frauking priv- 
ilege. ‘The amendment proposed would suffer the 
repeal to take effect with regard to every one else 
enjoying the franking privilege at present, and re- 

tain it to the members of Congress only, and the clerk 
of the House and secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. BAGBY said his object was to preserve to 
members of Congress the franking privilege. On 
this question he called for the yeas and nays; which 
was ordered. 

The question was then taken and resulted in the 

negative—yeas 16, nays 24, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashley, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Benton, 
Berrien, Clayton, Colquitt, Evans, Foster, Hannegan, Hay- 
wood, Johnson, Lewis, Semple, and Wualker—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bayard, Breese, Buchanan, 
Dix, Dayton, Dickinson, Fairfield, Francis, Huger, Hunting- 
ton, Jarnagin, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Niles, 
Pearce, Porter, Rives, Sturgeon, Upham, White, and W ood- 
bury —24. 


Mr. MERRICK now offered the amendment 
which he gave notice of on Thursday—namely, to 
strike out from the seventh section “all ex-Presi- 
dents of the United States, the widow of any ex- 
President of the United States, all ex-Vice Presi- 
dents of the United States,” and to insert in the 
eighth line the words “all” “and, ” “relating to their 
official duties.” “Che object of the amendment was, 
not to reconfer on ex-Presidents, widows of ex- Presi- 
dents, end ex-Vice Presidents, the franking privi- 
lege abrogated by the fifth section, and to confine the 
privilege reconferred upon the President, Secretaries 
of the executive departments, Postmaster General, 
and Attorney General, to ‘letters and packages re- 
lating to their official duties.” 

As the amendment was susc eptible of division, he 
would first take the question on striking out the ex- 
officials above named. 

Mr. JARNAGIN saw no reason why the privi- 
lege should be left with the President and his cabi- 
net, and hoped the senator would include them in 
the motion to strike out. 

Mr. MERRICK explained that, by the second 
branch of the amendment, forming the second ques- 
tion, the privilege to them would be confined to let- 
ters and packages relating to their official duties. 

Mr. JARNAGIN said there was no necessity 
whatever for the privilege in relation to official du- 
ties, as another section of the bill empowered the 
heads of departments to keep a list of their post- 
ages, and obtain the amount frem their respective 
contingent funds. 

Mr. MERRICK remarked that the senator would 
obtain his object, by moving to strike out the first 
part of the section down to ‘the words, “And the 
act of Congress entitled an act authorizing the gover- 
nors of Statesto transmit by mail certain books and 
documents,” &c. 

Mr. JARNAGIN thought that would do. His 
object was to take from the officers of the govern- 
ment the privilege of franking. 

The amendment as amended by Mr. J. was 
adopted. 

r. HUNTINGTON moved to strike out the 
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Sth section of the bill, which gives to members of 
Congress, delegates from Territories, theclerk of the 
House “of Representatives, and secretary of the 
Senate, the privilege of receiving postage free dur- 
ing each ression of Congress, and 30 days before, 
and 30 days thereafter, mailable matter not exceed- 
ing in each letter or package two ounces, and al- 
lows postage on excess of weight over two ounces, 
if on official or legislative duties, to be refunded out 
of the contingent fund. 

He was in favor of abolishing the franking privi- 
lege altogether, and could not conceive any just 
reason why members of Congress should be more 
favored than the chief officers of the government. 

Mr. MERRICK explained the nature of the 8th 
section of the bill: it was for the Senate to decide 
whether it should be retained or not. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said his object was simply 
to place all persons connected with the administra- 
tion of the government, whether in an executive or 
legislative capacity, on the same footing with respect 
to this subject. if was on the principle of giving 
cheap postage a fair trial that even in Great Britain 
the privilege of franking was given up, not only by 
members of Parliament, but by the highest dignita- 
ries of the government. 

After a few conversational remarks between Mr. 
HUNTINGTON and Mr. MERRICK, the yeas 
and nays were called for and ordered on this ques- 
tion, and resulted—yeas 15, nays 20, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashley, Barrow, Berrien, Buchanan, 
Francis, Hannegan, Hay wood, Huntington, Jarnagin, 
Morehead,, Phelps, Simmons, Sturgeon, Upham, and 
White—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Benton, Clayton, Col- 
quitt, Dix, Dayton, Dickinson, Evans, Fairfield, Huger, 


Johnson, Lewis, Merrick, Miller, Niles, Pearce, Porter, 
Rives, and W oodbury —20. 


So the Senate (as in committee of the whole) re- 
fused to strike out the 8th section. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON next moved to amend the 
billin the tenth section, (which is prohibitory of 
pr ivate expresses for the conveyance or transporta- 
tion of mailable matter,) by inserting in the eleventh 
line, an exception, so far as regards ‘“‘newspapers, 
pamphlets, magazines, and periodicals.” The object 
of his amendment was to leave free to the publishers 
of newspapers and periodicals, the right of trans- 
mitting them to their subscribers in whatever man- 
ner they might think proper, without being sub- 
ject to any pains or penalties whatever. He called 
to the minds of senators the fact known to them all, 
that the patronage of;country newspapers and cheap 
periodicals was derived from those induced to sub- 
scribe for them by the very circumstance of such 
publications being left at their houses, or in their 
immediate neighborhood for them; and thatif they had 
to send any distance to a post town for such publi- 
cations, the. trouble and inconvenience woul pre- 
vent them from taking them at all. Besides, the 
operation of such a provision would be onerous 
and unpopular to a high degree. What could ap- 
pear more odious than to inflict the penalties of this 
section upon the carriers of newspapers between New 
York and Brooklyn, and between Cincinnati and 
Covington, when they had only to cross a ferry to 
distribute ther papers, yet w oat be subject to pen- 
alties for doing i? The effect would be to break 
up all the small newspaper establishments through- 
out the country. He hoped his amendment would 
prevail. 

Mr. MERRICK thought it exceedingly mortify- 
ing to find a bill.of such importance commanding so 
little attention in relation to its fundamental princi- 
ples and provisions. ‘The point in which the whole 
success of the measure depended, was the protec- 
tion of the department from the competion of private 
expresses. If this amendment was adopted, the 
main principle of the bill would be entirely defeated. 
Permit publishers to send their mail bags with lock 
and key, over which the depaitment could have no 
control Gr supervision, and it would be impossible 
to prevent letters, packages, and all sorts of maila- 
ble matter being put into them, and conveyed to 
their destination outside of the mail. ‘The Post- 
master General had tried the experiment in some 
special cases of allowing publishers of newspapers 
to send their newspaper bags by special express, 
and the result was, that, in some instances, detec- 
tions were made of mailable letters and packages be- 
ing transported in those bags, thereby defrauding 
the department of its revenue. 

Mr. BUCHANAN inquired if the amendment 
proposed would enable pees 4 ublishers to 
distribute their papers to their subscribers in what- 
ever manner they should prefer. 
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Mr. MERRICK replied that the same thing coud 
be done without the amendment; as all the publish. 
ers would have to do would be to make a request to 
the Postmaster General for his assent, and it woy|q 
be granted, reserving to the department the right of 
controlling and supervising the agents, so that frauds 
on the revenue of the department might be preven. 
ed. The bill, in-case of such license of distributioy, 
being granted, provides that, over the distance of 
thirty miles allowed for the circulation of news spa- 
pers free of postage, there shall be charged on a)) 
newspers sent in this manner by private agents, the 
net pestage which the department would receive ), 
hens if sent through the mail; this, allowing for th, 
expense of transportation incurred by the publishers 
themselves, would be about a third of the waa! 


stage. 
Y Mr. HUNTINGTON had no expectation tha: 
his amendment would have called for so much dis- 
cussion or opposition on the part of the senator from 
Maryland; but nothing he had said convinced him 


‘of the propriety of such a control over the public 


ress. 

The subject was debated at great length by Messrs. 
HUNTINGTON, NILES, and PHELPS—all, ex- 
cept Mr. MERRICK, being i in favor of the amend- 
ment; and it was-at last decided by yeas and nays, 
that the distribution of newspapers, pamphlets, mag- 
azinea, and periodicals, should be left free to the 
publishers without any control of the departmen: 
except with regard to publications sent.in the ordina- 
ry way by mail. 

On this question (Mr. Huntineton’s amendment | 
the vote was—yeas 21, nays 18, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atherton, Bagby, Bates, Benton, Berrie; 
Breese, Dix, Dickinson, Evans, Fairfield, Francis, Hay 
wood, Huntington, Jarnagin, Miller, Biles, Phelps, Lote: 
Simmons, Upham, and Woodbury— 

NAYS— Soe Ashley, Asclliea, Barrow. Buchanan, 
Clayton, Colquitt, Foster, Hannegan, Huger, Johnson, Lew 
is, Mangum, Merrick, Morehead, Pearce, Rives, Sturgeon 
and White—18.. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the various 
sections of the bill defining the prohibitions and pen- 
alties in relation to private expresses and penalties 
were amended so as to except from such provision: 
et pamphlets, magazines, and _perioi- 
cals.” 

Mr. MERRICK declared that, with these ameud- 
ments, he would not give a button for the protection 
the bill would afford to the revenue of the depart 
ment; and had the action of the Senate been final 11 
regard to them, he should not think it worth wi! 
to say “r more; but as he bad yet some hopes tha’, 
upon further consideration, after the bill was repor - 
ed, the amendments just now adopted would be non- 
concurred i in, he would go on to perfect the bill as 
much as possible while in committee. 

On his motion, a verbal amendment at the end 0 
the third section was adopted, the object of whic 
was to provide that drop-postage, and the charge 0: 
letters for advertising, shall be accounted for as piher 
postages now are. 

Another of Mr. M.’s amendments adopted was, 
to take away the restriction to 100 miles of the low- 
est rate of postage on pamphlets, magazines, ant 
periodicals—making the lowest rate 24 cents for one 
ounce, aud 1 cent for each additional ounce, the wui- 
form postage for any distance. 

Mr. M. now moved to amend the, bill in the 
sixteenth section, at the nineteenth line, the provi- 
sion of which is, “But nothing in this act con- 
tained shall be so construed as to prohtbit any per 
son whatever from transporting, or causing to | 
transported, over any mail route, &c., any books, 
magazines, pamphlets, or newspapers, not marked, 
directed, or intended for immediate distribution \» 
subscribers or others, but intended for sale or mer- 
chandise, &c.,” by inserting, after the word news 
papers, ‘by special agent, unaccompanied by man- 
uscript matter, with the consent of the Postmaster 
General, and subject to his supervision, &c.” 

Mr. M. stated that the object of his amendmen! 
was to repair, as far as possible, the injury done to 
the bill by the amendment of the senator from Con- 
necticut. It was absolutely necessary, for the pro 
tection of the department, to give the power © of con- 
trolling the transmission of those publications to 
the Postmaster General, and of ,haying over that 
transmission a sufficient surveillance to prevent 
frauds on the revenue of his deperimens. 

The amendment was wen by Messrs. JAR- 
NAGIN, HUNTINGTON, an AGBY. It was 
considered aa a revival of the s question; in sub- 
stance, just decided by the Senate on Mn 
TINGTON’s motion. 
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The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ASHLEY submitted an amendment provid- 
ing,.as’ an additional section of the bill, in sub- 
stance, that in case the experiment of cheap postage 
should fail, no diminution of the present mail facili- 
ties should take place; and that in order to sustain 
the department, and enable it to extend its opera- 
tions to the wants of the country, (in case it should 
be necessary to supply it with means irom the pub- 
lic treasury,) the sum of $750,000, provided for in 
the bill for the contingency of a deficit in the Post 
Office revenue, be increased to $4,500,000, the full 
annual expenditure required. 

Pending the consideration of this amendment, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 3, 1845. 


The journal having been read, 

Mr. SAMPLE presented the following joint res- 
olutions of the legislature of the State of Indiana, 
viz: 

For the reduction of the rates of postage. 

For the gradual reduction of the price of the 
refuse public lands in the State of Indiana. 

Praying a grant of land to construct the northern 
cross railroad in the States of Illinois and Indi- 
ana. 

Praying a grant of land in the Vincennes Jand 
district, for the completion of the Wabash and Ohio 
canal. 

Praying a grant of land for the completion of the 
northern end of the Central canal. 

For the improvement ofthe navigation of Wa- 
bash river; and 

Praying that notice be given to the government 
of Great Britain, that it is the desire of the govern- 
ment of the United States to annul and abrogate the 
treaty between the two’ governments, relative to 
the joint. occupation of the Oregon Territory by the 
two governments. 

For the completion of the Cumberland road and 
the harbor of Michigan city. 

All of which were ordered. to lie upon the table 
and be printed.’ 

Mr. G. W. JONES, on leave, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered and agreed 
to; ‘ 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to this House the articles, quantity, value, aggre- 
gatefduties,jrate of duty, and the rate of duty per cent. ad 
valorem actually paid upon all ee Geese wares, and 


merchandise, imported {nto the United States during the 
year ending December 31, 1844. . 


Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of Oliver 
Frost, of Banger, Maine, asking remuneration for 
certain duties paid by him on lumber ‘transported 
down the St. yeha's river, to the British province 
of New Brunswick: 
Foreign Affairs. 
_Mr. ADAMS presented the memorial of the Na- 
tional Institute, asking Congress to afford them 
some aid: referred to a select committee of five. 

Mr. THOMASSON presented certain resolutions 
of the legislature of Kentucky; one of which was 
referred to the Committee. on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and the other to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs. 

Mr. SIMONS presented the memorial of W. W. 
Ellsworth and others; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

On motion of Mr. P. KING, the Committee on 
Commerce was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the memorial of Cadwallader Evans, and 
the same was referred ‘to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. ~’ 





referred to the. Committe on 


TEXAS. 

Mr. LABRANCHE presented the resolutions ‘of 
the legislature of Louisiana, in favor of thé annexa- 
—_ of Texas to the Union; which were laid on the 
table. ea “ 

Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, to whom were referred the memorials of Ben- 
Jamin E. Green. and Armand Donnet, made reports 
on the same; whith were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole onthe State of the Union. 

Mr. WETHERED, from the Committee’ on 
Roads and Canals, to which. had been referred the 
bill from the Senate giving the assent of Congress 
to the act of thé Virginia legislature, entitled An act 
further to amend the act to incorporate the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio. Ganeal or reported the same 
without amendntent: © Mr. ‘W. then asked ‘that the 
bill be put on its passage. ahaa Gok sr Ti 

Mr. C. JOHNSON asked the gentleman who had 


' Messrs. 
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reported this bill, if the committee had inquired how 
far the United States would be bound if the compa- 
ny should borrow money; or whether this bill 
would not authorize them to sacrifice the whole 
stock of the United States if they should borraw 
more money, and be unable to pay it in another 
way. 

Mr. WETHERED said that the bill did not, in 
any way whatever, bind the United States. 

Mr. STEENROD stated that this bill would give 
the company no more authority than they have by 
the existing laws. This bill was nothing more than 
to extend the time for the completion of the werk. 

After some conversation between Messrs. (. 
JOHNSON, J. P. KENNEDY, BRENGLE, and 
HOPKINS, 

Mr. PARMENTER moved to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. CAUSIN advocated the passage of the bill. 

_ Mr. S. CARY and Mr. WETHERED entered 
into some explanations. 

Mr. ANDRRW STEWART moved the previous 
question. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved to lay the bill on the 
table. 

Mr. G. W. JONES called for the yeas and nays 
on that motion; and they were ordered. 

After a brief conversation, Mr. THOMPSON 
withdrew his motion to lay the bill on the table, 
and Mr, STEWART withdrew his motion for the 
previous question. 

Mr. MURPHY moved that the bill be committed 
to the Committee of the Whole. - 

Mr. C. JOHNSON addressed the House in ex- 
planation of this bill, and in opposition tu this gov- 
ernment being made liable for any further sum for 
the canal in question. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY replied. 

Some other conversation ensued, in which Mr. 
E. J. BLACK, Mr. BAYLY, Mr. HOPKINS, 
Mr. HARALSON, Mr. CAUSIN, and others took 

art. : 

Mr. HARALSON moved to lay the bill on the 
Speaker’s table in order to give opportunity for fur- 
ther examination. 

Mr. A. STEWART warmly opposed the motion, 
and urged the necessity of an immediate passage of 
the bill, asit was to be acted on by the legislature of 
Maryland, which was to adjourn on Monday next. 
About twelve millions of dollars had been expended 
on this work and one and a half million of dollars was 
required to complete the work. This bill proposed 
no appropriation by the general government, but 
merely to allow to the company the poor privilege 


. of going on and completing the work on their own 


resources. 

“Mr. WETHERED trusted, after the explanations 
they bad had, the motion to Jay on the table would 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. HARALSON said he had made the motion 
at the request of a gentleman from Maryland. He 


. would withdraw it as he was urged todo; but ifa 


vote was» now: pressed on the bill, he would vote 
against it. 

Mr. CAUSIN hoped the bill would be laid on the 
table for the present. 

Mr. HOPKINS argued that it must go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
under the rule, as it involved an appropriation, on 
certain contingencies at least. 

If the question were now to be taken on the bill, 
he should move an amendment, so that the bill 
should merely ratify what was done by the legisla- 
tures of Mary!and and Virginia, and not render the 
government liable to pay another dollar. 

The SPEAKER said the bill was not now open 
to amendment 

Mr. J.P. KENNEDY explained, and warmly 
advocated the bill; and in reply to Mr. Hopxins, 
argued that it was unnecessary to refér it to the 
Commattee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Some conversational argument arose. between 
HOPKINS and KENNEDY on this 
point. 

Mr JONES moved to lay the bill on the table; 
and, on that motion, he called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Tlic question was taken and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 72, nays 123, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Belser, Benton, Bid- 
lack, Blackwell, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt; Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Jeremiah E. Cary, Shepard Gary, Catlin, 
Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, Richard D. Dayis, John W. Davia, 
Dean, Duncan, Dunlap, Farlee, Ficklin, French, Hannibal 
Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, 
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| Houston, Highes, Hungerford, Jathes B/ Hut, Cave John- 
} son, Andrew Jahnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Preston King, Lumpkin, McCausley, Maclay, Me'onnell, 
McKay, Mathews, Norris, Parmenter, Rathbun, David 8. 
Reid, Reding, Relfe, Russell, St. John, Thomas H_ Seymour, 
Simons, Stetson, John Stewart, Alfred P. Stone, Strong, 
Taylor, Thompson, ‘Tucker, Benjamin White, Williams 
| Woodward, Yancey, and Yost—72. 
| NAVS—Mesags,. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Beker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Bayly, James Black, James ‘A. Dlack, Bower, 
Brengle, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buffington, Campbell, 
Carroll, Causin, Reuben Chapmen, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Coles, Cothamer, Cran 
ston, Cross, Dana, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Debersy, Deliet, 
Dickey, Dillingham, Douglass, -Dromgoole, Ellis, Hlmer, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, Fuller, Giddings, Goggin, By 
ram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Harper, Hays, Henley, Hu 
bard, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. inger- 
soll, Joseph R. Ingersoil, Irvin, Jameson, Jenks, Perley B 
Jobnson, John ‘P. Kennedy, Daniel *P. King, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lucas, Lyon, MeClelland, MeDowell, Medivaine, 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Isage &. 
Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Newton, Owen, Patterson, Payne, 
Pettit, Peyton, Pheenix, Pollock, -Flisha R. Potter, Tres- 
ton, Ramsey, Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Redney, Ro 
gers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. Sey 
mour, Simpson, Slidell, Albert Smith, Thamas Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Steenrod, Andrew Stewart, James W. Stone, 8um- 
mers, Sykes, ‘Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, 
Vanmeter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, Whea 
ton, John White, Winthrop, William Wright, and Joseph 
A. Wright—123. 


The question recurring on referring the tll to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. PETTIT expressed the hope that’ thjs bill 
would not be referred. He saw no good reason 
why it should not pass; on the contrary, there was 
good reason why it should pass at once; for if the 
legislature of Maryland was to adjourn in a week, 
as the gentleman from Maryland said, there would 
be little time for them to act on it. Gentlemen were 
| mistaken in supposing that this government would 
| be bound for any money that this company might 
| borrow. He had looked into the bill, together with 
| the act of ‘the législature of Virginia, and waa sat- 
isfied, from’an exaniination of both these acts, that 
no responsibility would be incurred by the United 
States. There was no provision in the bill that 
could in the slightest degree affect this govern- 
| ment. 


Mr. WETHERED desired to know if the pre- 
‘ vious question was sustained, if it would not bring 
thé House to a direct vote on the bill. 


Mr. ‘THOMPSON hoped the gentleman from 
Maryland would consent for this matter to be laid over 
fer the present. ‘The House was anxious to proceed 
to another subject, and he was sure this bill would 
bo treated with liberality when brought up. Whule 
up, he would observe that at the last session. there 
was a bill pending to give the stock held by the 
United States to the State of Maryland, and he un- 
derstood the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Ken- 
| nepy]to say that Maryland would not accept it. 

Now, if Maryland wanted to borrow the money to 
complete the work, and would not accept the siock 
held by the United States, was not the inference plain 
that they wanted the United States to remain a stock- 
holder, in order to be responsible for the money? 
He hoped the gentleman would consent to let this 
bill lay over for the present. 


Messrs. KENNEDY and WETHERRD ex- 
pressed their willingness to let the bill be passed 
over informally, so that it could be taken up without 
delay. 

Mr. CARY observed that the advocates of this 
bill pressed it on the ground that the stock of this 
company was worth nothing; and yet they suppos- 
ed that they could borrow money on the faith of it. 
Now, if Congress authorized the borrowing of this 
money on the faith of a bankrupt State and a bank- 
rupt corporation, the government would be consider- 
ed as an endorser, and would, in the end, have to 
pay the money. : 

f this stock was entirely worthless, as gentlemen 
waid, he should like to know how the money eould 
be bortowed, if not on the “faith of the: United 
States. . ; 

Mr. BAYLY said that, with the gentleman’s. per- 
mission, He would make‘an explanation that would 
show. him how this stock could be made valuabe. 
Some eight or ten millions. bad been expended on 
this canal; but as it was not carried. far enough .to 

reach the coal region where it was originally intend- 
‘ed to carry jt, it was as yet entirely Gnprodyctive; 
but by carrying. it. some twenty, miles further up to 
Cumberland it would be. very valuable. Hence 
capitalists would be willing to-advance their money 
when they saw that the expenditure of it in the way 
contemplated would render the canal. productive, . 

After some further remarks from Mr. CARY, 
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Mr. A. V. BROWN moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded by the House. 

The question on ordering the main question 
arising — 

Teliers were demanded; and Messrs. Burke and 
Weruerep were appointed; and they reported 83 
in the affirmative, and 78 in the negative. 

Mr. G. W. JONES demanded the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

The bill was read at the request of several mem- 
bers; after which, the yeas and nays were taken, and 
resulted thus: yeas 101, nays 87. 

The question then recurred on the third reading; 
which was ordered. 

Mr. G. W. JONES asked for the reading of the 
act of the Virginia legislature to which this act pro- 
posed to give the assent of Congress. 

The Clerk read it accordingly. 

Mr. BAYLY desired the clerk to read two reso- 
lutions of the legislature of Maryland in relation to 
this subject; which were read accordingly. 

Mr. BELSER desired to offer an amendment to 
the bill. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS inquired if the bill had not 
been read a second and third time; and whether the 
paeeee question was not on the passuge of the 
nll? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. DAVIS said he believed it was in order to 
move te recommit the bill with instructions. He 
made such a motion, with the instructions to insert 
the words, “in any way whatever,” as a substitute 
for the words “beyond their interest in the stock of 
said company.” His object was to make the bill 
provide that it should not bind the United States not 
only beyond their interest in the stock, but not in 
any way whatever. 

{r. BELSER submitted his amendment; and it 
was agreed to. His amendment provided, in addi- 
tion, that the United States should not be bound 
“for the payment of any money which may hereaf- 
ter be loaned for carrying on said work, nor an 
contracts which may be entered into with any indi- 
vidual having in view the same object.” 

The question then recurred on the motion to re- 
commit with instructions. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY said the friendsof the bill 
had no objections to admit the words as an amend- 
ment, which the gentleman from Indiana proposed 
as an instruction to the committee; he hoped, there- 
fore, the motion to recommit would be withdrawn. 

Mr. J. W. DAVIS refused to withdraw his mo- 
tion. 

Mr. J. STEWART moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOPKINS inquired if that amendment would 
not cut off the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER replied that it would, and bring 
the House to a direct vote on the passage of the 
bill. 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
opded—ayes 87, noes 81; thus cutting off the motion 
to recommit. 

The main question was ordered, being on the pas- 

re of the bill. 

ir. BELSER asked the unanimous consent of 
the House and committee to offer his amendment. 

Mr. WETHERED wished it understood that the 
friends of the bill did not object to the amendment of 
the gentleman. 

Objections were made, however, and the amend- 
ment was not received. 

The question was taken, and decided in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 105, nays 85, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Atkinson, Baker, Bar- 
ringer, Barnard, Bayly, Bidlack, James Black, Brengle, 
Brodhead, Milton Brown, Buflington, Campbell, Carroll, 
Causin, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Chilton, Clinch, 
Clingman, Coles, Cranston, Cross, el Darragh, Gar- 
rett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Douglass, Ellis, 
Elmer, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, Fuller, Giddings, 
Goggin, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Henley, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, 
Kirkpatrick, Leonard, Lucas, Lyon, McClelland, Mc Dowell, 
Mcilvaine, Marsh, Edward Joy Morris, Joseph Morris, 
Freeman H. Morse, Isuac E. Morse, Moseley, Newton, Pater- 
son, Pettit, Peyton, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Pres- 
ton, Ramsey, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, 
Seuter, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Steenrod, 
Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Summers, Sykes, Taylor, Thom- 
asson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter. Vinton, 
Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, John White, Winthrop, 
William Wright, and Joseph A. Wright—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Artington, Belser, Benton, 
Edward J Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brink- 
erhoff, Aaron V. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Carpenter, 
Jeremiah EF. Cary, Shepherd Cary, Reuben Chapman, Clin- 
ton, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John W. Da- 
vis, Dean, Dillingham, Duncan, Dunlap, Farlee, Ficklin, 


French, Byram Green, Hannibal Hamlin, Hammett, Haral- 
son, Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, 
Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston 
King, Labranche, Lumpkin, McCauslen, Maclay, McCon- 
nell, McKay, Mathews, Murphy, Norris, Parmenter, Payne, 
Emery D. Potter, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relie, 
Ritter, Roberts, Russell, St. John, Thomas H. Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, Stetson, John Stewart, 
Stiles, Alfred P.Stone, Strong, Tucker, Wheaton, Benja- 
min White, Williams, Woodward, Yancey, and Yost—85. 


Se the bill was passed. 

Mr. THOMPSON called for the orders of the 
day. 

TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT FOR OREGON. 

The bill “to organize a territorial government in 
the Territory of Oregon, and for other purposes,” 
came up as the first business before the House. 

The main question having been ordered on Sat- 
urday, 

The question was now on agreeing to the several 
amendments proposed by the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PETTIT moved a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER said it was not in order, the pre- 
vious question having been ordered. 

A division of the question was asked, so as to 
vote on the several amendments separately. 

Mr. A. V. BROWN suggested that the question 
be taken upon all except the last amendment, upon 
which only, he supposed, gentlemen would wish to 
vote eer 

Mr. CAMPBELL wished the question taken 
on the amendment to the 6th section, containing the 
prohibition of slavery. He warned the friends of 
the bill to beware how they agreed to incorporate 
this proviso in the bill. 

The question was taken on the first amendment 
to the bill to strike out in the first section the word 
“nine,” so as to make 54 degrees 40 minutes, in- 
stead of 54 degrees 49 minutes, the northern bound- 
ary. The amendment was agreed to without a 
division. 

The next amendment, being that adopted by the 
committee on motion of Mr. icsaten. added to 
the 6th section the following proviso: 


“Provided, however,, That there shall neither be slavery 
norinvoluntary servitude in the said territory, otherwise 
than in the punishment of crimes, whereof the party shall 
have been duly convicted.” 


Mr. BELSER asked the yeas and nays on the 
question of concurrence with this amendment, 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted— 
yeas 131, nays 69, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Baker, Br- 
nard, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Brengle, Brinkerhoftt, 
Brodhead, Buttington, Burke, Carpenter, J. E. Cary, Carroll, 
Catlin, Clinton, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, 
Richard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Dickey, Dilling- 
ham, Douglass, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, 
Ficklin, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, Fuller, Giddings, By- 
ram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hannibal Hamlin, Hardin, Har- 
per, Hays, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Hubbell, Hudson, Hun- 
gerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Joseph R. Inger- 
soll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, 
John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, 
Leonard, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, McClelland, McCler- 
nand, McDowell, Mclilvaine, Marsh, Mathews, Edward J. 
Morris, Joseph Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Mosely, Murphy, 
Norris, Owen, Parmenter, Paterson, Pettit, Phenix, Pollock, 
Elisha R. Potter, Emery D, Potter, Ramsey, Rathbun, 
eee Ritter, Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers. 
St. John, Sample, Schenck, Severance, T. H. Seymour, 
David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Stetson, Andrew 
Stewart, John Stewart, Alfred P. Stone, Strong, Sykes, 
Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, John White, Benjamin 
White, Williams,’ Winthrop, William Wright, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Yost—131. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, Edward 
J. Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, 
Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, Burt, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Causin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus 
A. Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Clinch, Clingman, Cobb, 
Coles, Cross, Colom. Daniel, Garrett Davis, Deberry, 
Dellet, French, Goggin, Hammett, Haralson, Houston, 
Hubard, Hughes, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jameson, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Labranche, 
Lucas, Lumpkin, McConnell, McKay, IsaaceE. Morse, 
Newton, Payne, Peyton, David S. Reid, Relfe, Rhett, 
Roberts, Russell, Senter, Simpson, Slidell, Steenrod, 
Stephens, Stiles, James W. Stone, Summers, Taylor, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Woodward and Yancey— 
69. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment providing that the courts of the 
Territory shall deliver over any British subject that 
may be arrested to the nearest British tribunal, was 
agreed to without a division. 

The question was next taken on the amendment 
providing that any future grants of land in said 

rritory shall be subject to the settlement of any 
dispute new pending between the United States and 


Great Britain, and the extinguishment of the Indian 
title, and was also agreed to. 

The amendment providing that nothing in the act 
shall be so construed as to close or obstruct any of 
the harbors, bays, and rivers within said Territor 
against the vessels and subjects of Great Britaj); 
agreeably to the — of the third article of 
the convention of 1818, until the termination of said 
stipulation of said convention, waa also agreed to, 

he question was then put on the amendment ip- 
troduced by Mr. Hammerrt as the forty-third sec. 
tion, as follows: 


Sec. 43. Be it further enacted, That the President of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, required to cause due 
notice to be given tothe British government of the desire 
and intention of the government of the United States to ap. 
nul and abrogate the “convention with Great Britain rela. 
tive to territory on the northwest coast of America,-cop. 
cluded August 6th, 1827,” agreeably to the provisions ot the 
second article of that convention: Provided, That nothin 
in this act contained shall be so construed or carried into 
effect by any of the officers or citizens of the United 
States, as to interfere inany way with any right which any 
ofthe subjects of Great Britain may have in the territory 
herein mentioned, as provided for in the convention afore. 
said, until the expiration of twelve months after notice shal] 
be given as above provided, by the President of the United 
States. 


Mr. DUNCAN called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and, being taken, resulted— 
yeas 121, nays 82, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Atkin. 
son, Baker, Barringer, Barnard, Belser, Benton, Brengle, 
Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, Buffington, Carpenter, Jere. 
miah E. Cary, S. ay. Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Clinch, 
Clingman, Collamer, Clinton, Cullom, Dana, Darragh, (Gar. 
rett Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dillingham, Douglass, 
Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Fuller, 
Giddings, Goggin, Byram Green, Grider, Hannibal Hamlin, 
Hammett, Haralson, Hardin, Harper, Herrick, Hoge, Hud- 
son, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
P. B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, J. P. Kennedy, Preston 
King, D. P. King, Kirkpatrick, Leonard, Maclay, Mcllvaine, 
McKay, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, 
Mosely, Murphy, Newton, Norris, Paterson, Peyton, 
Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, David 8. Reid, Reding, Rebinson, Rockwell, 
Rodney, Rogers, Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Sey 
erance, David L. Seymour, Slidell. Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Siiles, 
Strong, Summers, Sykes, Taylor, Thomasson, Tyler, 
Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, Wheaton, Benjamin 
White, Williams, William Wright, and Yost—121. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Bayly, Bidlack, Edward J. 
Black, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, 
Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Au- 

ustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Daniel, 

ichard D. Davis, John W. Davis, Dean, Duncan, Ficklin, 
Foster, French, Grinnell, Henley, Hopkins, Houston, 
Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Jameson, Andrew Kennedy, 
Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, McUlel- 
land, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, Mathews, Jo- 
seph Morris, Isaac E. Morse, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, 
Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, 
St. John, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, James W 
Stone, Alfred P. Stone, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, 
Weller, Wentworth, John White, Winthrop, Woodward, 
Joseph A. Wright, and Yancey —82. 

Mr. GOGGIN asked and obtained permission to 
change his vote on the amendment to the 6th sec 
tion, he having voted under a mistake. 

The question recurred on the engrossment of the 
bill for a third reading, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was read accordingly. 

On the question of its passage, Mr. JAMESON 
moved the previous question; which was sustained 
by the House. 

The yeas and nays were called for and ordered on 
the passage of the bill; and being ordered, they re- 
sulted—yeas 140, nays 59—as follows: 


YEAS—Meesrs. Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, Belser, 
Benton, Bidlack, E. J. Black, James Black, James A Black, 
Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoft, Brodhead, 
Aaron V. Brown, William J. Brown, Buffington, Burke, 
Burt, Caldwell, C nter, Jeremiah E. Cary,’ Shepard 
Cary, Catlin, cperes 1, Clinton, Cobb, Cullom, Dana, Dan- 
iel, Darragh, John W. Davis, Dean, Dellet, Dickey, Dilling 
ham, Douglass, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlec, 
Ficklin, Florence, Foster, French, Fuller, Byram Green, 
Grider, Hannibal Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hardin, 
Henley Herrick, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hub- 
bell, Hughes, Hungerford, J. B. Hunt, C.J. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johu- 
son, A. Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, 
Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, Mc- 
Clelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, 
Mathews, Joseph Morris, Isaac _E. Morse, Murphy, Norns, 
Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Pettit, Pollock, Emery D. Potter, 
Pratt, Ramsay, Rathbun, David 8. Reid, Reding, Relfe, 
Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Russell, St. John, 
Sample, Schenck, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, 
Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stetson, Jonh Stewart, Stiles, James W. Stone, Al- 
fred P. Stone, Strong. Sykes, Taylor, Tibbatts, Tucker, 
Vanmeter, Weller, coraeaih. ethered, Wheaton, Ben- 
jamin White, Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, Yan- 
v2, and Yost—140. 


AYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer. 
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parnard, Brengle, Milton Brown, Cam bell, Carroll, Cau- 
sin, Reuben Chapman, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Coles, 
Collamer, G. Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Fish, Foot, 
Goggin, Grinnell, Ha: , Hudson, Washington Hunt, Jo- 
seph R. I ersoll, Jenks, George W. Jones, John P. Kenne- 
dy, Daniel P. King, Mcllvaine, Marsh, Edward Joy Morris, 
kreeman H. Morse, Moseley, Newton, Paterson, Peyton, 
Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Rockwell, Rodney, Sen- 
ter, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stephens, 
Andrew Stewart, Summers, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, 
john White, Winthrop, and William Wright—59. 


So the bill was passed. 
HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


Mr. TIBBATTS presented a bill making appro- 
priations for improvements on western harbors and 
rivers. 

Objections were made to its reception. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved a suspension of the 
rules, on which the vote was taken, and the SPEAK- 
ER decided it was lost. 

Mr. TIBBATTS called for the yeas and nays, 
pending which a motion was made to adjourn. 

The House adjourned accordingly. 


The following notices of petitions, presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 


By Mr. ALBERT SMITH: The petition of M. P. Sampson 
and 52 others, citizens of Leroy, New York, praying a re- 
duction in the rates of postage. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: The petition of L. D. Pomeroy, 
of Moretown, Vermont, to have letter postage reduced te 
two cents: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. TIBBATTS: The memorial of Washington Miller 
and 171 others, passengers on the steamboat Yorktown, Mis- 
sissippi river, 16th December, 1844, praying that Congress 
may pass a law which shall compel ai! steam vessels and 
canal engines to use Evans’s safety guard to prevent explo- 
sions: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: A petition from Alleghany county, 
praying for a law to reduce postage, agreeable to the recom- 
mendation of the Postmaster General. Also a petition from 
Steuben county, New York, praying a reduction of postage 
and a reform in the franking privilege to deputy postmasters 
and members of Congress. 

By Mr. SEVERANCE: The petition of Nathaniel Treat 
and 48 others, of Orono, Penobscot county, State of Maine, 
for the reannexation of New Brunswick to the United 
States. 

By Mr. WELLER: The petition of P. P. Lowe, Robert 
Brewn, and 400 others, citizens of the State of Ohio, repre- 
senting the present condition of the Cumberland road, and 
praying an appropriation therefor at the present session: re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, where the Senate bill is now pending. 

By Mr. \.OSELEY: The petition of George W. Johnson 
and seven others, for abolition of slavery in the District of 
Columbia, &c., &c., &e. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: The petition of 66 citizens of Otis, 
Berkshire county, Massachusetts, for establishing the post- 
age at the uniform rate of two cents, prepaid for every let- 
ter in weight not exceeding half an ounce for all distances 
within the United States, and for abolishing the franking 
privilege. 

By Mr. CATLIN: The remonstrance of Henry Hammond 
and 458 others, citizens of Pomfret, Connecticut, against the 
annexation of Texas as a slaveholding Territery: referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CARROLL: The petition of 100 citizens of Onta- 
rio county, New York, in favor of the abolition of slavery 
in the District of Celumbia and inthe Territories of the Uni- 
ted States. 

By Mr. T. H. SEYMOUR: The memorial of cifeens of 
Hartford, Connecticut, and its vicinity, asking for a reduc- 
tion of the rates of postage throughout the United States to 
twocents, and for the abolition of the franking privilege: 
ae to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of 240 citizens of the State of 
Illinois, praying the establishment ofa mail-route from Pe- 

oria to Galena, in said State of Illinois, via Mount Hawley, 
Wyoming, Touloa, Wethersfield, Genesee, Portland, Proph- 
etstown, Lynden, Union Grove, Dyson Settlement, and Sa- 
vannah. ‘The petition of J. B. Patterson, John S. Pollock, 
Harvy Jenings, and 92 others, citizens of the State of IIli- 
nois, praying the establishment of a mail-route from Oquan- 
ka, in Henderson county, to Warsaw, in Hancock county, 
in said Stute of Illinois, via Warren, McQueen’s Mill, (Sho- 
kokon,) East Bend, Apanooce, and Nauvoo: which were 
respectively referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, ! 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of Charles H. Mil- 
ler and others, praying Congress to reduce the postage on 
mail matter: referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

By Mr. ST. JOHN: The petition of Joseph H. Larwell 
and 64 citizens of Ohio, asking Congress to take possession 
of the Territory of Oregon, and to extend the ordinance of 
1737 regulating the northwest territory (except such as are 
purely local) over the Territory of Oregon: referred to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. TILDEN: The petition of John Boden Fitch, 
praying for a grant of land or money to himself and the 
other heirs of John Fitch, in consideration of the great na- 
tional benefit conferred by the said John Fitch as the first 
inventor of steam navigation in this country. 

By Mr. TILDEN: The petition of Daniel Faton and 240 
other citizens of Trumbull county, Ohio, praying the emis- 
sion of one hundred and fifty millions of treasury notes, to 
be loaned to the States in proportion to their free population 
as a circulating medium: referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. PRATT: The memorial of Dr. Jones, of New 





as 


York, praying that the mechanics might have their fair 
proportion of the income of the Smithsonian legacy, to be 
devoted to the mechanic arts, and to encourage useful in- 
veaeayans referred to the select committee on that sub- 
ject. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, February 4, 1845. 

Mr. PEARCE presented a petition from John 
McColgan, praying the reimbursement of advances 
made by him for the support of American seamen 
while prosecuting their claim against the British 
government, for a vessel seized by the government 
for an alleged violation of her revenue laws: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. P. also presented the credentials of Reverpy 
Jounson, esq., elected by the legislature of Mary- 
land a senator from that State for six years from 
the 4th of March next, in the place of Mr. Mer- 


rick; which were read, and ordered to be placed on 
file. 


Mr. WHITE presented resolutions adopted by 
the legislature of edema, instructing the senators 
and requesting the representatives from that State to 
vote for some measures for notifying the govern- 
ment of Great Britain of the desire of the government 
of the United States to abrogate and annul the treat 
permitting the joint occupancy of the Oregon terri- 
tory. 

Mr. W. took occasion to say he was anxious to 
vote for such measures as were necessary to keep 
upa continuous claim on the part of the United 
States to the Oregon Territory. He was prepared 
to go further than the legislature of his State instruct- 
ed him to go, and to act consistently with his own 
views upon the subject. 

The resolutions were read, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. W. also presented three other series of reso- 
lutions passed by the legislature of Indiana, instruct- 
ing the senators and requesting the representatives 
from that State to use their exertions to procure the 
passage of laws to the following effect, viz: 

1. Making a grant of land to the State of Indiana 
for the improvement of the Wabash river. 

2. Reducing generally the rates of postage, and 
making such other modifications in the laws of the 
Post Office Department as the interests of the coun- 
try may require. 

3. Making a grant of land for the completion of 
the north end of the Central canal. 

The first resolution was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce; the second ordered to lie on the ta- 
ble, and be printed; and the third referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. RIVES, leave was granted to 
withdraw from the files the petition of the legal 
representatives of William White. 


Mr. BAYARD presented a petition from a large 
number of the inhabitants of Newcastle county, 
Delaware, belonging to both political parties, asking 
an appropriation for the construction of a new cus- 
tom-house in the city of Wilmington, Delaware: 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, it was ordered that 
the petition of Samuel H. Thompson, praying for 
remuneration for the detention of his ship, the 
Argo, from the officers of the United States on the 
New Orleans station, be taken from the files, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. EVANS presented a petition from Obadiah 
Blunding, of Somerset county, Maine, for a pen- 
sion: referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LEWIS presented a petition from Lewis D. 
Homans, a citizen of Washington, praying for com- 
pensation for iron furnished for a jail about the year 
1814; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HANNEGAN presented resolutions of the 
legislature of Indiana, instructing the senators and 
requesting the representatives from that State to use 
their exertions to procure an appropriation to the 
State of Indiana of the unsold lands in the Vincennes 
land district, for the completion of the Wabash and 
Erie canal from Terre Haute to Evansville. Also to 
procure and an appropriation for the completion of 
the Cumberland road and the harbor of Michigan 
city; which, both the subjects being disposed of, 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Also presented resolutions of instruction by the 
same y in favor of a graduation and reduction of 
the price of the refuse lands in the State of Indiana. 
Also in favor of procuring a grant of land to the 
States of Illinois and Indiana to complete the North- 











ern Cross railroad; which were severally read, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


ANNEXATION OF CANADA. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition from citizens of one 
of the States (not named) bordering on the British 
possessions in North America, asking Congress to 
take measures to procure the cession of Canada, 
with the view of its annexation to the United States 
when Texas shall be admitted into the Union. 

Mr. D. said he believed this petition was authen- 
tic, and similar in its language to that presented yes- 
terday by his honorable colleague, [Mr. Dickinson. } 
Regarding the decision of the Senate in that case, 
and upon other petitions of the same character, as in- 
dicative of its wishes in regard to all similar peti- 
tions, he apprehended that the wa course would 
be to move to lay it on the table. He therefore 
made that motion; which was agreed to. 

Mr. NILES presented a petition from William 
W. Ellsworth, and others, members of the bar in 
Connecticut, praying for some action on the part of 
the government for a general distribution of the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also presented a petition from citizens of Hart- 
ford, Connecticut, in favor of the annexation of 
Texas: referred to the Committee on Foren Rela- 
tions. 

On motion by Mr. DAYTON, 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate 
to the Senate, if in his opinion not inconsistent with the 
mae interest, whether Mr. Duff Green does now hold, or 

as lately held, any diplomatic or official station near the 


government of ‘Texas; and if so, what, when appointed, at 
what salary, and with what instructions. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com 
municate to the Senate the record of the magnetic observa 
tions made at the observatory of the Girard College, at 
Philadelphia, which are or may be in possession of the de 
partment. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the resolution which 
follows; in doing which, he stated that the transac- 
tion referred to in the resolution had not occurred 
since the present Commissioner of the General 
Land Office accepted the situation. 

The resolution was then read and adopted, as fol- 
lows, viz 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate inform the 
Senate if second patents have been issued upon certificates 
of sale by the United States for lands which had been pre- 
viously patented upon claims adjudicated by the department; 
and, if two patents have been issued in any such case, how 
many of such cases—giving the names of the parties in 
each case, a description of the land, date of each respective 
patent, when and to whom delivered, with copies of ell the 
papers in each case, and the authority and directions under 
which such second patents were issued, also, copies of the 
opinions of the Attorney General, if any have been given, 
and of the Secretary of the Treasury, orany other officer of 
the Treasury Department, touching the propriety or author 
ity of law to issue a second patent while the first patent is 
outstanding and in full force. 


Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to which wage referred 
the petition of William Fuller and Orlando Salt- 
marsh, praying compensation for carrying the mail 
in the State of Georgia, reported a bill for their re- 
lief; which was read, and ordered to a eecond read- 
ing. 
Also reported back, from the same committee, 
with a recommendation that it be indefinitely post- 
poned, the bill for the relief of William P. Allen 
and Martin Thomas. 

Mr. BARROW, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the petition of the cit- 
izens of the city of ae Louisiana, praying 
the passage of a law authorizing vessels to pass by 
the port of New Orleans before making entry there, 
reported a bill for that purpose; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported a bill for restricting the granting pensions 
to widows; which being read and ordered to a sec- 
ond reading, 

Mr. B. remarked that there was an exigency 
in this case which required that the bill should pass 
at once. He said that the object of the bill was to 
prevent, in the granting of pensions to widows, their 
receiving them for and during any part of the time 
their husbands may have received a pension, yet not 
to be applicable to those cases where applications 
may have been filed in the department prior to the 
lst December, 1844. 

The bill was, on his motion, read a second time, 
taken up as in committee of the whole, considered, 
peed to the Senate, read the third time, and 
finally passed. 
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Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a joint resolution authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint an addi- 
tional inspector of the customs for the port of New 
Orleans; which being read and ordered to a second 
reading, was, on his motion, read the second time, 
taken up and considered as in committee of the 
whole, reported. to the Senate, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

Mr. BARROW submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies one day on the ta- 
ble, viz: 

Resolved, That the secretary of the Senate be directed to 
contract with the proprietor of achart of soundings made 
hy Captain Levy, extending along the Gulf of Mexico from 
the Southwest I’ass of the Mississippi to Galveston Island, 
forthe publication of 5.000 copies, provided that the ex- 
pense of ith graphy, printing, paper, Xc., shall not exceed 
twenty-five cents per copy, and the expenses of the same 
be defrayed out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

INDEPENDENT TREASURY BILL. 

Mr. KVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported, back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed, 
the bill providing for the collection, safe-keeping, 
and transfer, and disbursement of the public reve- 
nue, 


Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 


Commerce, to which was referred the memorial of 


sundry citizens of Darien, Georgia, praying for the 
establishment of a new collection district, reported a 
bill to divide the collection district of St. Mary’s, 
Georgia; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, made an ad verse report on the petition of James 
Hi. Gale for arrears of pension; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, the Commit- 
tee on Pensions was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of ‘Thomas Morrison and 
others, and Joseph Dudley and others, praying for 
an amendment to the laws granting invalid pen- 
sions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate «a communication from the President of the 
United States, transmitting copies of certain resoiu- 
tions adopted by the general assembly of the 
State of Indiana, relative to a distribution of the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

OREGON BILL. 

The bill from the House entitled an act to organ- 
ize a territorial government in the Oregon Territory 
and for other purposes, was read twice, and, on the 
motion of Mr. BAGBY, referred to a special com- 
mittee which the Chair was authorized to appoint. 

The CHAIR appointed the same senators as con- 
stituted the Select Committee on Oregon at the 
last session. 

The engrossed bill entitled An act to amend an 
act entitled an act to provide for the enlistment of 
boys in the naval service, and to extend the term of 
enlistment of seamen, was read the third time, and 
passed, |This bill gives the commanders of Uni- 
ted States vessels, where there is no resident con- 
sul, authority to exercise all the powers which con- 
suls usually exercise over mariners of the United 
States. ; 

The engrossed bill entitled An act relating to rev- 
enue cutters and steamers, was read the third time, 
and passed.- (‘The bill provides that there shall be 
no building or purchasing of steamers, unless an 
appropriauion shall be previously made by law for 
that purpose. | 

Mr. BAYARD presented a remonstrance by Cad- 
wallader Evans, of the city of Pittsburg, claiming 
to be the inventor of a delicate mode of preventing 
the explosion of steam boilers, against any action 
on, the claim presented by a Mr. Wright to be the 
inventor of a preventive against explosions: refer- 
red to the Commitice on Naval Affairs. 

POST OFFICE REFORM. 

The general orders having been announced— 

On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the unfinished 
business of yesterday was resumed—being the fur- 
ther consideration, as in committee of the whole, of 
the bill to reduce the rates of postage, to limit the 
use and correct the abuse of the franking privilege, 
and for the prevention of frauds on the revenues of 
the Post Office Department. 

The pending question was on the amendment 
submitted yesterday by the senator from Arkansas, 


{Mr. Asuvey,] which was, in substance, to increase | 
the sum appropriated from the treasury, in the last 
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section of the bill, from $750,000 to 44,500,000, as 
a provisional sum out of which any deficiency from 
the receipts of the department to meet its disburse- 
ments, without affecting its present efficacy or the 
necessary extension of its services, may be made 
rood. 

Mr. MERRICK explained that the simple prop- 
osition was to quiet the fears of gentlemen who ap- 
prehended that, in consequence of the experiment 
of cheap postage, a greater deficiency might arise 
than the sum in the original bill ($750,000) would 
make good, so as to enable the department to sus- 
tain itself and make such necessary extensions of 
its services as the public wants might require. He 
not only had no such apprehensions himself, but he 
felt assured that, if the main principles of the origi- 
nal bill were adhered to, there would be no oceasion 
to call upon the treasury for any part of the $750,- 
(109 proposed to be appropriated in the bill itself for 
the contingency of a deficiency in the income of the 
department. He saw no harm in the amendment; 
nor was he aware that it could be of much benefit 
in the bill, except, perhaps, so far as it might tend 
to quiet the apprehensions of some gentlemen. 

Mr. TAPPAN made a few remaks, which were 
not heard so as to be understood in the gallery. 

Mr. ASHLEY remarked, that although heagreed 
with the department that $750,000 might be suf- 
ficent to supply any deficiency, and give us all the 
mail facilities which we now enjoy, yet as it was 
an untried experiment, if they should misjudge in 
the matter, it was in his State that the effects. would 
be most seriously felt,and the facilities which they now 
enjoyed lost. ‘The sparsely portions of the country 
would be the first to suffer. Whenever there should 
be a deficiency, the effect would be felt there, in an 
unfair degree, and the burden thrown upon them. 

le therefore asked for the adoption of this twen- 
ty-third section, to guard against a possible con- 
tingeney which might cut the State which he had 
the honor in part to represent out of all the mail 
facilities which it now enjoyed. If gentlemen 
should misjudge in regard to the amount of reven- 
ue afforded by this bill, their misjudgment would be 
the means ofa serious deprivation to his portion of 
the country; and while there was room for misjudg- 
ment, he hoped they would allow this provision to 
be incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. PHELPS said he did not regard this amend- 
ment in precisely the same lightas the chairman of the 
Committee on Post Offices regarded it. It appeared to 
him (Mr. P.) to be tacking the department upon the 
shoulders of the treasury. If he understood the 
proposition, it was this: that if, in the future opera- 
tions of the Post Office Department, intended to 
meet the exigencies of that department, and to satis- 
fy the public wants, it should be found that the in- 
come should not be sufficient to meet the expendi- 
tures, the deficiency should be supplicd from the 
public treasury. In his judgment, the result of this 
oe was simply that the department should 
ec supported at all events, and under all cireum- 
stances, out of the public trrasury. He was not 
prepared to agree toa proposition of this kind. He 
was perfectly willing, as he had stated heretofore, to 
extend to the department such temporary aid as 
might be necessary under existing circumstances. 
He was willing to reduce the rates of postage with a 
view of putting an end to the complaints now made 
against the system. He was willing to do this even 
at the risk of thereby throwing the expenses of the 
department in some measure upon the public treasury, 
until the object could be effected. But whena prop- 
osition is made to put the expenses of the depart- 
ment upon the public treasury as a permanent charge 
for all time to come, he was not exactly prepared at 
this moment to adopt it. Indeed, in his judgment 
the proposition of the senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Asney] presented the most important feature in 
the bill, and involved the most serious. question 
which had been presented to the Senate in the course 
of this discussion. It wassimply this: Is Congress 
prepared to assume at once the payment of all the 
deficiencies’ which may occur.in the course of the 
administration of this system? He was not pre- 
pared to do that, for one. His object in rising. was 
simply to intimate to the Senate, the nature and 


effect of this amendment, as he understood it. If | 


the Senate were prepared to adopt it, they would of 
course do so; but it a»peared to him that, under ex- 
isting circumstances, it was taking a step which the 
exigencies of the department did not demand;.and a 
step which might hereafter be attempted. by very 


serious consequences. He had. had occasion | 
heretofore to say that, in his humble judgment, ' 








the difficulties of the deprrtment had arisen 
from the fact that it had been made a mere 
political engine, for the purpose of facilitating the 
transmission of party views throughout the coun. 
try. There was no department of the government 
which had beea ‘used so much asa party engine as 
this Post Office Department. 

If Congress assume at once all obligations in re. 
lation to the exigencies of this department, and giye 
to the head of the department the license to run’ up 
any expenditure, with the guaranty on the part of 
Congress that the expenditure will be met by an 
appropriation,—why, the bill then beeame infinite- 
ly worse than ever, and God knows it is bad enough 
now, 

He regretted the fact that the head of that depart- 
ment was a member of the cabinet. Instead of be- 
inga member of the cabinet by political issue, he 
should have been a mere practical business man. 
But the department had become what he had said— 
a mere political, party engine; and whether it would 
ever be brought back to the purpose for which it 
was designed, he could not say. At all events, if 
Congress places itself upon the footing of giving a 
guaranty to the department of meeting all expendi- 
tures which it might think proper to make, he 
would undertake to say that, however enormous 
might have been the abuses in relation to this de- 
partment heretofore, those abuses would be vastly 
increased. 

However, he was not disposed to detain the Sen- 
ate with further remarks. His object in 1isiog was 
to say that this proposition, if he understood it, in- 
volved this great question—whether the Post Office 
Department shall, for ail time ta come, be considered 
as having a claim upon the public treasury to meet 
all the exigencies which might occur in the course of 
its operations? 

Mr. NILES, for various reasons, which he urged 
upon the consideration of the Senate, but not heard 
distinctly enough in the gallery to be reported, was 
in favor of the amendment, aud considered ita very 
proper one to guard against. contingencies in making 
the important experiment of cheap postage. 

Mr. PHELPS had a word to say in reply to the 
remarks of the. senator from Connecticut, [Mr. 
Nites.] He was aware that the expenses of the 
department were four millions and upwards: he was 
aware that, if the expenditure of the department 
exceeded that sum, the appropriation could not be 
demanded. But the senator from Connecticut had 
suggested to him precisely the reason which had in- 
duced him (Mr. P.) to oppose the proposition; and 
that was this: he had no hesitation in. saying that 
the expenditure of the department was altogether 
beyond what was necessary; and when he spoke of 
retrenchment in the expenditures of that depart- 
ment, he did not speak of cutting off the facilities 
which the public now enjoy» but of economy in car- 
rying on those facilities. Since the remarks which 
he had made the other day, he had taken occasion 
to look into the expenditures of that department in 
his own State; and what did he find? He found 
that the actual cost of transporting the mail in that 
State, beyond the circle of thirty miles, had been 
reduced nearly one-half: in other words, the con- 
tractor in that State could afford to carry the mail 
now for about one-half the sum that it cost him 
some time ago. He (Mr. P.) would not detain the 
Senate by going into particulars. Although by theim- 
provements in the roads, and although by various 
tmprovements which had taken place in the progress 
of civilization, the actual cost to the contractor had 
been diminished nearly one half, yet he found, to 
his astonishment, that the compensation given to 
the contractor had been in the inverse ratio, nearly 
double what it was when the post office system was 
first organized. Under these circumstances, his object 
was, to compel those who were employed by the 
department—the contractors for the transportation 
of the mails—to reduce in proportion to the im- 
provement in the facilities afiorded them, while the 
department was compelled to reduce the postage 
upon mailable matter. The case stood upon this 
footing. ‘hese rates of postage, when first estab- 
lished, were deemed reasonable; they where not 
deemed unreasonable, and why? Because the means 
of communication throughout the country were im- 
proved. The very reason adduced in favor of a 
reduction of the rates of postage was a reason why 
the costof transporting the mail should be reduced? 
What said the senator from Connecticut? That he 
was opposed to any curtailment of the facilitiss 
afforded by the mails. He (Mr. P.) wentwith the 
honorable senator in that, He would sustain all 
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silities of that kind. He did not desire to 

-at off any of the facilities which the pub- 

ic enjoyed; but he still believed that there was 

oom for curtailment in the expense of trans- 

orting the mails. Somewhere from five to 

4x thousand dollars was given for the transport- 

jion of the mail in his own State. He knew that 

ihe stage establishment there, even without the aid 

of the mail transportation, was immensely profitable; 

and he knew that if the proprietors of that establish- 

ment were told that they were to have only one- 

third what they now get from the department, they 

would be found very willing.to take that sum. In 

these days of retrenchment and economy, when there 

was a committee in this body for economizing the 

public expenditures, he was Sadun that the enor- 

mous expenditures of this department should be re- 

duced—not by depriving the public of any of the 

fieilities which they now enjoy, but by reducing 

thecompensation allowed to these mail contractors 

to a reasonable compensation for their services. 

There was scarcely a. mail contractor within his 

knowledge who had not grownrich out of this fund. 

He had seen men commencing upon the front seat 

ofa stage, at the rate of $10 or $12 a month, who 

were now rich from mail contracts. There was not 

an instance within his knowledge of a mail contract- 

or who had an extensive contract, who had not 

crown rich from the profits accorded to him by the 

post office laws. His reason for resisting this 

amendment was, that if it should be adopted, it 

would destroy at once his purpose—economy in the 

expenditures of this department. How could the 

department be compelled to economize, while the same 

aguaranty is held out to it, that whether its ex- 

penses be more or less, the deficiency in revenue shall 

be supplied out of the public treasury? How econ- 

omize in this department, and talk of making it stand 

upon its own footing, while, at the same time, it is 

told to go on—go on increasing and extending its 

expenses—go on expending enormous sums for the 

transportations of the mails? He intended to reflect 

upon no man who had been at the head of the de- 

partment. But it would never do to say to the de- 
partment, Go on; and if, in the end, you cannot sus- 
tain yourself, the public treasury will help you. 

He wished to bring the expenditures ofthe depart- 
ment down to the present condition of things. The 
rates of postage were high. They were reasonable, 
as he had already said, when they were established; 
but they had now becomethe subject of univer- 
sal complaint. Let them be reduced. He was 
willing they should be reduced; but he was not 
willing to offer a guaranty to the department that 
it would be sustained in all its expenditures. He 
hoped this provision would not be adopted, believ- 
ing that, if it should be adopted, there would re- 
main no reasonable hope ofa reduction in the ex- 
penditures of the Post Office Department. 

Mr. ASHLEY said he had not expected much 
debate when he offered this amendment. He 
thought it wasa reasonable proposition, not calcu- 
lated to excite debate. He begged leave to refer the 
Senate to one single consideration. Under the 
post office laws, as con now exist, the average let- 
ter postage is 15 cents. In the present bill, the 
average 18 7} cents. ‘The least sum to which the 
expenditures of the department could be reduced 
under the existing post office system, was four mil- 
lionsand a half. The system, as modified in the 
bill, would yield a revenue of two millions and a 
half, provided there was no increase in the number 
of letters. The addition of $750,000 added to that 
sum would make $3,150,000, which left a consider- 
able balance to be made up by the increased trans- 
portation of mailable matter. What was the argu- 
ment used against the proposition which he had 
submitted? ‘The post office system of Great Britain 
was referred to. ‘Their penny system had increased 
the mailable matter from seventy-five millions to two 
hundred and thirteen millions. But the gentleman 
who used this argument seemed to forget that the 
whole system in England was placed upon a differ- 
ent footing. There, every piece of paper that 
goes through the mail goes upon the same footing; 
but here, it was altogether different; yet he appre- 
hended no gentleman would be willing to adopt that 


system. If the bill should be passed as it now 
stands, the Postmaster General would be compelled 
to curtail the expenses of the department, and this 


curtailment would fallupon the sparsely settled por- 
tions of the country. He believed this to be very 
wrong in principle. This government grew ont of 
the intelligence of the people. It stands upon the 
intelligence of the country; and the only manner in 
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which its existence could be endangered now was, 
by endangering the facilities of communication upon 
which its rests. He did not believe himself that it 
was indispensable that the Post Office Department 
should sustain itself. It was in the original organ- 
ization of the government, when we were poor, that 
it was actually necessary it should raise its own 
revenue. That. necessity did not now exist. He 
believed that, if the mail system was so changed as 
to afford a free circulation of intelligence throughout 
the whole country, it would be doing more towards 
the preservation and prosperity of this country than 
all the military posts sie fortifications throughout 
the United States. The danger was not altogether 
from foreign aggression; it was among onrselves; 
and it could only be avoided by disseminating in- 
telligence throughout the country. He had heard 
gentlemen complain of the transmission of political 
party matter through the mails. He had no objec- 
tion to that. Insteed of its™being an abuse, he 
looked upon it as one of the best things that could 
possibly be done. Let both sides of the question 
be disseminated throughout the country. If false- 
hoods are circulated, the people are capable of judg- 


ing, and will return their verdict accordingly. But 
to go back to his original proposition. His only 


object was to guard against the possibility of having 
the burden of expense thrown upon the thinly pop- 
ulated portions of the country. He could not see 
that there would be a much greater deficiency than 
$750,000; but it was wrong in principle to urge that 
it would be so, because it was soin Great Britain. 
The argument would hold good if every paper that 
was transmitted through the mail was charged at the 
same rate as letters. It would be true that 


the increase of revenue would be as great here 
as in Great Britain. Butwe did not go upon 
that principle here. We have our newspa- 


pers to carry, which is by far more expensive 
and burdensome, and less profitable than letters. 
The postage upon these paid but very little of the 
sum. 

There was another point—a very singular pro- 
vision of this bill in the second section. The ob- 
ject of the bill is to reduce postage. ‘That was the 
subject of complaint; but what does the bill do here? 
Instead of reducing postage, they have made almost 
all newspapers free over three-quarters of the United 
States, and left the other portions to pay the post- 
age which they now pay. The provision says 
nothing shall be charged upon newspapers under 
thirty miles. What is the effect of that? and how 
does it affect his portion of the country? It is an 
encouragement to the domestic manufacturer»: 
public sentiment; but, in his part of the country, 
where the greatest circulation of the newspapers 
was over the whole State, they are to be charged the 
same postage which they now pay. ‘This exclu- 
sive privilege given to three-quarters of the country 
should be stricken out. He was opposed to any 
arrangement of that kind, which afforded a privi- 
lege to some portions of the country, and operated 
to the detriment of others. 

He was not solicitous about the particular form 
of his amendment. He had never consented to 
throw a burden upon the treasury; and he did not 
make the amendment with that view. Yet he would 
be quite willing that there should be nothing 
charged upon any printed matter transmitted 
through the mails.. He would be willing to make it 
all free. He would give to every reading man in 
the country the means of getting this matter free of 
expense. 

But he submitted the proposition without further 
remark. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was adopted. 

Mr. NILES moved to amend the bill by insert- 
ing immediately after the 22d section, at the end, an 
additional section, providing (in substance) that the 
Postmaster General make a classification of the 
railroad and steamboat routes by which it is 
necessary or desirable to transmit the maul, and to 
make special contracts with the proprietors, so that 
the department shall not pay more for the transport- 
ation of the mail over the first class of routes of that 
description than $200 per mile; nor more than §100 
per mile on the second class; nor more than $50 per 
mile on the third class. 

Mr. N. explained the importance and necessity 
for this amendment. 

It was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON (with a ver- 
bal amendment suggested by Mr. Jannaorn,) the 6th 
section, thirty-fourth line, was amended 80 as to re- 
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quire of deputy postmasters the verification on oath 
of their accounts of postage paid on official business. 

Mr. BAGBY moved to amend the bill by insert- 
ing a provision, that, in cases where the compensa- 





tion of deputy postmasters may be affected by the 
diminution of the commission which constitutes 
their pay, the same allowance be made to them for 
the year 1845 which they received in 1844. 

Mr. MERRICK suggested that the amendment 
should be offered to the sixth section. 

Mr. BAGBY had no objection. His object was 
to save those postmasiers who have made their ar- 
rangements for the present year, from losses which 
they may incur by the operation of this bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr BENTON rose to offer an amendment. He 
had been attentive to the discussion on this bill, and 
after all he had heard he was satisfied there should 
be no supervision of the department in relation to 
how many pieces of paper a letter contained. ‘The 
plainest and simplest arrangement was that adopted 
in the British penny postage—a fixed rate for every 
half ounce of weight, not regarding the number of 
pieces of paper contained within the letter. A'- 
though he was aware the Senate had already given 
a vote on that point, he wished to offer the amend- 
ment which he sent to the chair. 

Mr. MERRICK explained that the bill was yet 
in committee, where it would not be in order to re- 
new an amendment already decided upon; but if the 
senator from Missouri would postpone his amend- 
ment until the bill was reported back to the Senate, 
it Would be in order after the amendments made in 
committee should be disposed of. 

Mr. BENTON remarked that he would withhold 
the amendment till the bill was reported. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
with the several amendments adopted, the question 
being on concurring in those amendments. 

Mr. MERRICK said he presumed the Senate 
would concur in all the verbal and other amendments 
not affecting the main provisions, without a sub- 
division of the question as to each; but the amend- 
ment respecting the 9th section,and the amendments 
of the senator of from Connecticut [Mr. Howtina- 
TON] to the 10th section, would require a division. 
He should therefore move the Senate to concur in 
all the amendments made in committee of the whole 
except those to the 9th and 10th sections. 

The amendments (with those exceptions) were ac- 
cordingly concurred in. 

Mr. MERRICK said the question now first in or- 
der was on concurring with the amendment of the 
committee of the whole, as to striking out the 9th 
section, (that which grants five free covers for mail 
matter not exceeding two ounces each, to every 
member of Congress and delegate from a Territory 
daily during each session of Congress.) 

Mr. ATHERTON coheed it was intended to 
amend this section before the question was taken on 
striking it out. 

Mr. MERRICK explained that the question was 
on concurring with the committee of the whole on 
the amendment to strike out the section. 

The CHAIR stated that it would be in order to 
amend the section before the question to strike out 
was taken. 

Mr. MERRICK, in that case, moved to strike out 
the word stamp, which seemed so offensive to many 
gentlemen, and let the word envelope remain. 

Mr. WOODBURY suggested that the word frank 
in place of stamp would meet the senator's object. 

fr. MERRICK accepted the suggestion, and 
shaped his amendment accordingly. 

Mr BAGBY had not been contending against 
words; it was the principle involved in this thing of 
suing to an official at the head of a department for 
leave on the part of the representative to have a free 
correspondence with his constituents. It was the 

rinciple he objeeted to. He had as great an ab- 
lheevines for the word stamp as any one; but wheth- 
er the word was changed to Wonk or envelope, the 
principle against which he contended still remained. 

The amendments proposed by Mr. Merrick 
were then adopted. 

Mr. SIMMONS now moved to amend the sec- 
tion by striking out all after the words shall be in 
the sixth line, and inserting, allowed to frank their own 
letters and speeches, not exceeding two ounces under each 
envelope. ‘This he considered a sufficient limitation 
of the franking privilege to members of Congress; 
and it was a privilege which it was essential to their 
constituents that they should retain. 

Mr. WOODBURY suggested that the object 
would be accomplished in the 8th section, by in- 
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serting after the word “receiving,” the words and 
sending, so that member of Congress could not only 
receive letters from their constituents free of postage 
curing. each session of Congress, and for thirt 
days before, and thirty days after, butsend their 
letters postage free for the same period. 

Mr. SIMMONS did not think that would meet 
his object entirely, as he wished the privilege re- 
tained of members writing to their constituents, and 
sending them their speeches made in Congress, at 
any time leisure at home would allow, during the 
whole year, as well as during the sessions of Con- 
gress. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON objecied that, in any form 
the amendment could be put, it would be the same 
in substance as the proposition already decided up- 
on by the Senate. He was opposed to any such 
invidious distinctions as the retaining of the privilege 
by members of Congress themselves, after having 
denied it to the executive, the heads of depart- 
ments, and every one else. 

Mr. MERRICK called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS had no disposition to detain the 
Senate by further discussion. The question was 
very plain. The effect of not adopting this amend- 
ment would be that members of Congress could re- 
ceive the letters of their constituents postage free; 
but if they answer them, their constituents have to 
pay the postage. It would be to confer the privilege 
of free postage on the representative, but deny it to 
the constituent. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked that it was very 
obvious that the franking privilege was not a bene- 
fit, but a burden, to every member who exercised it, 
and that the benefit of it enured entirely to the con- 
stituency of members; whereas if the 9th section of 
the bill was struck out, and the 8th section was not 
amended as he had suggested, the benefit, whatever 
it might be, would be taken from the constituency 
and given solely to the representative. 

Mr. ALLEN regretted exceedingly that in con- 
sequence of the fire which had occurred at his 
boarding-house, he was not present yesterday in the 
Senate when the vote was taken on the amendments 
proposed by his friend from Alabama, [Mr. Bac- 
ny,} that he might have recorded his vote in favor 
of them. He regarded the franking privilege en- 
joyed by members of Congress as one not conferred 
on them for their own personal benefit, but for the 
exclusive benefit of their constituency. Of all the 
privileges ever granted by federal or State legisla- 
tion, this privilege was the only one he ever knew 
that enured to the benefit of the community, er had 
the least odor of democracy about it; and yet it was 
the very privilege, because it did enure to the benefit 
of the community, at which this Senate aimed a 
deadly blow. 

Mr. A., at considerable length, and with great 
strength of argument, was enforcing these views, 
when 

Mr. ARCHER, who has been confined by indis- 
position for several days, came into the Senate, and 
rose to throw himself upon the courtesy of the sen- 
ator from Ohio for a short suspension of his re- 
marks, so as to enable him, [Mr. Arcner,] during 
the few moments his state of health would permit 
him to remain in the Senate, to submit the report of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, touching the 
very important subject which claimed public atten- 
tion at this erisis. 

Mr. ALLEN assented to the request of the sena- 
tor from Virginia, and allowed the bill under discus- 
sion to be laid on the table, with an understanding 
that when the report was communicated to the Sen- 
ate, that senator would move to take up the bill 
again. 

Mr. ARCHER said that the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to whom had been referred the joint 
resolution of the House of Representatives for the 
annexation of ‘Texas to the United States, and the 
various bills and joint resolutions from the Senate 
having relation to the same subject; also the various 
petitions, memorials, and instructions of the different 
States of this Union in relation to the same subject, 
had directed him to make a report, accompanied by 
some resolutions. He moved that the report and 
resolutions be laid upon the table and printed. He 
took occasion to say, whilst up, that he had been in- 
formed by the public printer that the report could 
be printed by the day after to-morrow; and he 
would now intimate a day to take it up for consider- 
ation, but that it was a subject upon which he 
wished to have the decision of the Senate. He 
wished gentlemen on the other side ofthe house 


‘He should be reedy himself, earl 
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especially to intimate their wishes upon this sub- 
ject, and name a day to take it up for consideration. 


1 be or late, at any 
time that it might be the desire of the Senate. 
He desired to have the resolutions read: 


“The committee having thus presented to the Senate the 
views which they entertain on the several questions arising 
from the references made to them, especially in relation to 
the constitutional power of Congress over the subject, it 
remains only to submit the following resolutions: 

“Resolved, That the joint resolutions from the House of 
Representatives, for the annexation of Texas to the United 
States, be rejected. 

“Resolved, That the several bills and joint resolutions 
originating in the Senate, the resolutions of sundry State 
legislatures, and the petitions and memorials of many citi- 


zens of the United States, for and against the annexation of | 


Texas to this Union, which have been reported to this com- 
mittee, do lie upon the table.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he did not rise to offer 
any observations upon this great question; but mere- 
ly to state that he was in a minority of one upon the 
committee, and that he should advocate the adoption 
of the joint resolutions as they came from the House 
of Representatives. He would have made a coun- 
ter report upon this subject; but he did not hear this 
report read until this morning. It was his intention 
to avail himself of the first opportunity which might 
be presented to him, of expressing his views to the 
Senate in favor of these resolutions from the House, 
and against the report. He did not know upon what 
day to propose the commencement of this discus- 
sion. That might be left for future consideration, 
but it would be very well, nevertheless, to fix a time 
now, so that the minds of senators might be directed 
to the subject. 

Mr. ARCHER wished to say that he should ask 
the Senate to take it up on Tuesday next, unless he 
gentleman on the other side of the floor desired to 
name any other day. He moved the printing of the 
report and resolutions. 

Mr. MOREHEAD observed that the great im- 
portance of the subjects which were discussed in the 
report—the very anixious solicitude which prevailed 


i 
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throughout the Union to understand the grounds of | 


this proposition to annex Texas, rendered it perhaps 
proper that the members of the Senate should fur- 
nish to their constituent bodies everywhere, all the 
facilities in their power to understand the gounds 
upon which this — rests. He rose, therefore, 
for the purpose of submitting a motion, in connee 


tion with the motion of his friend from Virginia, for, 


the mere printing of this report, that there should be 
an extra number of copies printed for distribution. 
He supposed—regarding the great importance of 
this question, the immense interests involved in it, 
and the deep and anxious solicitude which prevailed 
throughout the country in relation to it—that he 
should do no more than carry out the wishes of the 
Senate, by moving to have the largest number which 
is usual, of documents of this sort, to be printed. He 
therefore moved to print 20,000 copies of this report 
and the accompanying resolutions. 

The motion was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, the post office bill 
was again taken up; and 

Mr. ALLEN continued his remarks till the hour 
of adjournment, when 

Mr. BUCHANAN rose to reply; 

But the hour being late, the bill was laid on the ta- 
ble till to-morrow. 

Several executive communications were received, 
laid on the table, and the question of printing refer- 
red to the Committee on Printing. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvesvay, February 4, 1845. 
The journal of yesterday was read and approved, 
PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION. 

Mr. BURKE moved that the House take up and 
concur with the following resolution from the Sen- 
ate: 

Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed to join 
such committee as may be appointed by the House to ascer- 
tain and report a mode of examining and counting the votes 
for President and Vice President, and of informing the per- 
sons elected of their election. 

The motion was agreed to, and the resolution was 
concurred in. 

HARBORS AND RIVERS. 

The pending question at the adjournment yester- 
day was on the motion of Mr. Tissarrs to suspend 
the rules for the purpose of introducing a bill ma- 
king appropriations for the improvement of certain 
harbors and rivers. 
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Mr. PRESTON KING called for the readin 
: g of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read it accordingly. 

Mr. HAMLIN inquired if the Committee on 
Commerce had not reported a bill embracing all, of 
nearly all the contents of this bill, with some other 
appropriations. 

Mr. KING said that was so. 

Mr. TIBBATTS desired to explain. 

Mr. THOMPSON objected to ~ explanation. 

Mr. TIBBATTS said he did not desire to debate 
the bill, but merely to give an explanation. 

The SPEAKER said the bill had been read for 
the information of the House, and no debate was jn 
order. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered, and taken 
on the motion to suspend and resulted thus: yeas 
52, nays 90. 

YEAS—Messrs. Boyd, Brodhead, Chilton, Clinch, Cross 
Darragh, Garrett Davis, Dickey, Elmer, Ficklin, Florence 
Foster, French, Giddings, Hardin, Harper, Hays, James B 
Hunt, Irvin, Jameson, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Jobn- 
son, Labranche, Lyon, McCauslen, McClelland, McDow- 
ell, Joseph Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Isaac F. Morse, Pet. 
tit, Pollock, Roberts, Senter, Severance, Slidell, Thomas 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Andrew 
Stewart, Sykes, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Vance, Vanmeter 
Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, Winthrop, and 
Joseph A. Wright—82. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson, Raker, Bar. 
ringer, Bayly, Benton, Bidlack, James A. Black, Black. 
well, Brengle, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, Buffington, 
Burke, Carpenter, Shepard Cary, Carroll, Reuben Chap. 
man, Clingman, Cobb, Coles, Cranston, Cullom, Dana 
Daniel, Richard D. Dav is, John W. Davis, Dellet, Farlee. 
Fish, Fuller, Goggin, Byram Green, Hannibal Hamlin, Har. 
alson, Henley, Herrick, Hoge, Houston, Hudson, Hughes, 
Hungerford, Jenks, Cave Johnson, George W. Jones, Am 
drew Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, 
Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, McConnell, Mcilvaine, McKay, 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Moseley, Murphy, Norris, Pat- 
erson, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, Preston, 
Ramsey, Rathbun, David 8S. Reid, Reding, Ritier, Robin. 
son, Rockwell, St. John, Sample, Saunders, Thomas H. 
Seymour, David L. Seymour, Albert Smith, Stetson, John 
Stewart, Thompson, Tilden, Tyler, Wheaton, Benjamin 
White, Williams, Woodward, and Yancey—90. 

So the rules where not suspended. 

On motion of Mr. HARA SON, the Committee 
on Military Affairs were discharged from the further 
consideration of certain resolutions of the legislature 
of Illinois, and they were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


RATES OF POSTAGE. 


Mr. HARDIN moved a suspension of the rules, 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, for the pur- 
pose of taking up bill 452, ‘to reduce the rates of 

ostage, and to prevent frauds on the Post Office 
Secstanent” 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY appealed to him to with- 
draw the motion for a moment 

Mr. HARDIN declined; and 

The question was taken, and the House resoved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Boyp in the chair.) 

Mr. HARDIN obtained the floor, and moved to 
postpone previous bills, and take up the bill before 
mentioned, relative to postage. 


REDUCTION AND GRADUATION OF THE PUB- 


LIC LANDS. 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the bill to re- 
duce and graduate the price of the public lands in 
favor of actual settlers was first in order, and that 
on this Mr. S. Cary was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CARY addressed the Chair; but 

Mr. HARDIN raised the point of order, that his 
motion should be received. This very bill had been 
postponed once or twice before under similar cir- 
cumstances, and he contended that it was competent 
now for the House to postpone it and take up the 
bill to reduce the rates of postage, if a majority were 
found in its favor. 

Mr. JOHN P. KENNEDY inquired if there 
was not now a post office bill pending before the 
Senate. 

Mr. HARDIN replied that that was another bill 
entirely. ; 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order, 
and sustained the right of Mr. Cary to the floor on 
the land b‘ll. ; 

Mr. S. CARY said that the amendment which 
he had offered was very simple in its features, and 
required but little explanation. It. provided that 
where the public lands of the United States had 
been in the market and ungold, during a period of 
ten years, they should be sold in quantities of one 
hundred and ‘sixty acres, to actual settlers, at the 


price of one dollar per acre; when they had been in 
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